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ABSTRACT 
Since the beginning of history the goal of an 
enduring state of peace has been the foremost objective of 
human societies. The Upanishads positively reverberate with 
the most earnest prayers of peace. The Bible speaks of the 
vision of Isaiah in which swords were turned into 
ploughshares and spears into pruning hooks/ and man gave 
up the art of making war. 
These ancient and deep-seated longings for peace 
have been poignantly reaffirmed after every war, as the 
evolution of man progressed through wars of ever growing 
ferocity. It would seem that man has indeed made a fine 
art of destroying his own species with increasing efficacy 
and diminishing cost. And now in the age of thermonuclear 
weapons, computers and micro-electronics, the cult of war 
has reached its ultimate climax. We are closer today than 
ever before to an entirely unprecedented type of universal 
disaster that could lead to the disappearance of the 
human species. 
The question of peace in international relations has 
been endlessly discussed by statesmen, thinkers and 
ordinary citizens. They have struggled to find ways to end 
forever the wars between nations that have been moved by 
memories of bloody wars in the past, and by fear of more 
terrible conflicts that could come. 
War has become a historical anachronism that should 
have been abolished a long time ago. Not only it is now 
rational to hope for the establishment of an enduring 
peace for the entire world, but the only wisdom in the 
nuclear age is to work, as well as hope, for such a peace. 
Stable international peace-peace that brings 
security and happiness to the citizens of all countries 
must mean much more than simple absence of war. It must 
eliminate violence and abuse of wealth and power. It must 
constantly expand the body of accepted international law. 
It can not eliminate all conflicts of personal or national 
interest, but it must provide means of settling those 
conflicts on the basis of the law. And it must be founded 
on the truth that the major interest of all nations, the 
really vital "national interests" are not in conflict, but 
are common interests that the nations share and that they 
can only be promoted by common action. 
In the second half of the 20th century, the 
achievement of stable peace must mean a major effort by 
the advanced countries to eliminate the grinding 
poverty and ignorance in which nearly two-thirds of 
humanity now live. This can best be done through inter-
national institutions of the United Nations. It can only 
be done if the arms race is ended. It can only be 
accomplished if the resources and genius now devoteti ' to 
weapons are diverted to science and engineering for the 
betterment of all mankind, rather than for mankind's 
destruction. The alternative to war lies in the constant 
constitutional growth of the parliamentary, executive and 
legal institutions of the United Nations. 
There are two widely accepted and appreciated 
approaches to solve the problem of war pacifism and 
universalism. The pacifists are pragmatists, who through 
the world public opinion and United Nations organisation, 
seek detente and disarmament. The universalists are 
progressive who thought the world community and a world 
state, seek peace and progress, while the pacifists wanted 
to save the world as well as the existing world order, the 
universalists wanted to save as well as change the world. 
War is older than history but search for peace has 
also been pursued for centuries. Men have tried to devise 
institutions to provide for the settlement of inter-
national disputes, efforts have been made to reduce the 
scope of war and lessen its horrors. In 1919, a great 
document of international law, the Covenant of League of 
Nations, came into being. Now we have the United Nations 
with its Charter which "reaffirm faith in fundamental 
human rights, in the dignity and worth of the human 
person, in the equal rights of men and women and of 
nations larlge and small" and which promises "to promote 
social progress and better standards of life and enlarge 
freedom". Through its various agencies, assistance of many 
kinds has reached the far corners of the earth and created 
ne\» hope in people's minds, but the shadow of war 
continues to darken our lives. During the relatively short 
period of its existence, the United Nations has been the 
instrument by which, on several occasions, conflicts have 
been localisled and ended but no formula for peace has yet 
been devised. 
In this context, the first chapter of this thesis 
deals with the meaning, definition of peace, and obstacles 
to achieving peace. Stable international peace that brings 
security and happiness to the citizens of all the 
countries must mean much more than simple absence of war. 
Then I would like to mention the obstacles to achieving 
peace. The experience of international institutions since 
world war I has shown that the formidable obstacles may 
broadly be classified as economic, cultural ideological 
and psychological obstacles. 
In the second chapter I have dealt with the 
historical aspects of peace efforts in world politics. 
Peace is essential for progress; without peace nothing is 
possible except destruction and starvation of 
human-beings. Since the beginning of the history the goal 
of an enduring state of peace has been the foremost 
objective of human society. During the seventeenth and 
eighteenth centuries large number of conferences were 
called for the establishment of peace- Peace of 
Westphalia (1648) was one of them. Like the seventeenth 
and eighteenth centuries, in the nineteenth century also a 
large number of peace conferences were held for restoring 
peace. The two Hague conferences (1899 and 1907) were 
milestones in world history. But these conferences failed 
to prevent the outbreak of the First World War. After the 
end of the war the League of Nations came into existence 
but it also failed to prevent the Second World War. 
In the third chapter of this thesis an attempt has 
been made to analyse the concept of peace in the United 
Nations Charter. The fourth chapter focuses on the UN 
Peace Keeping Mission. The fifth and final chapter of this 
thesis deal with the role of other organisations and 
institutions besides the United Nations which are working 
for the maintenance of peace/ security and disarmament. 
Whether peace is to be reached only after 
.unimaginable horrors precipitated by humanity's stubborn 
clinging to old patterns of behaviour, or is to be 
embraced now by an act of consultative will, is the choice 
before all who inhabit the earth. At this critical 
juncture when the intractable problems confronting nations 
have been fused into one common concern for the whole 
world, failure to stem the tide of conflict and disorder 
would be unconsciounably irresponsible. 
Among the favourable signs are: (i) the steadily 
growing strength of the steps towards world order taken 
initially near the beginning of this century in the 
creation of the League of Nations, succeeded by the more 
broadly based UN; (ii) the achievement since the second 
world of vrar independence by the majority of all the nations 
on earth, indicating the completion of the process of 
nation building, and the involvement of these fledgling 
nations with older ones in matters of mutual concern;(iii) 
the consequent vast increase in cooperation among hitherto 
isolated and antagonistic peoples and groups in inter-
national undertakings in the scientific, educational, 
legal, economic and cultural fields; (iv) the rise in 
recent decides of an unprecede;nted niimber of inter-
national humanitarian organizations; (v) the spread of 
women's and youth movements calling for an end to J**r; and 
(vi) the -spontaneous spawning of widening networks of 
ordinary pc^ ople seeking understanding through personal 
communication. 
The scientific and technological advances occuring 
in this unusually blessed century portend a great surge 
forward in the social evolution of the planet, and 
indicate the means by which the practical problems of 
humanity may be solved. They provide, indeed, the very 
means for the administration of the complex life of a 
united world. Yet barriers persist. Doubts, 
misconceptions, prejudices, suspicions and narrow 
self-interest beset nations and peoples in their relations 
with each other. 
Flaws in the prevailing order are conspicuous in the 
inability of sovereign states organised as United Nations 
to exorcise the spectre of war, the threatened collapse of 
the international economic order, the spread of anarchy 
and terrorism and the intense suffering which these and 
other afflictions are causing to increasing millions . 
Indeed, so much have aggression and conflict come to 
characterize our social, economic and religious systems, 
that many have succumbed to the view that such behaviour 
is intrinsic to human nature and therefore ineradicable. 
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P R E F A C E 
The problem of war is not one of the most serious 
problems, but is the most serious problem. Peace is not 
one of the most precious things, but the most precious 
thing. In the words of Raymond Willim, a British socialist 
and pacifist leader, "to overcome militarism, we have to 
fight against much more than militarism to achieve peace; 
we have to fight for much more than peace." 
Any short route to attain peace will only bring a 
shotlived success. A peaceful world cannot be estblished 
by peace parleys and peace pacts but by the reconstruction 
of the social system and revolutioniztion of social 
values. Such a social transformation is possible through a 
perfect philosophy of peace and powerful mass movement for 
peace. It is the objective of the philosophy of peace to 
identify the precise causes of war and lay down a 
practical and preventive programme of action to eliminate 
such success and crete conducive conditions for positive 
and perpetual peace to seek popular support for the 
required path and desired goal. 
We cannot save the world without changing the 
world. Those who say that world peace has no alternativer, 
only tell a half-truth. The whole truth is that just as 
world peace has no alternative, in the same way a world 
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with its Charter which "reaffirms faith in fundamental 
human rights, in the dignity and worth of the human 
person, in the equal rights of men and women and of 
nations large and small" and which promises "to promote 
social progress and better standards of life and enlarge 
freedom." Through its various agencies, assistance of many 
kinds has reached the far corners of the earth and creted 
new hope in people's minds, but the shadow of war 
continues to darken our lives. During the relatively short 
period of its existence, the United Nations has been the 
instrument by which, on several occasions, conflicts have 
been localised and ended but no formula for peace has yet 
been devised. 
In this context, the first chapter of this thesis 
deals with the meaning, definition of peace and obstacles 
to achieving peace. Stable interntional peace that brings 
security and happiness to the citizens of all the 
countries must mean much more than simple absence of war. 
Then I would like to mention the obstacles to achieving 
peace. The experience of international institutions since 
world War I has shown that the formidable obstacles may 
broadly be classified as economic, cultural ideological 
and psychological obstacles. 
In the second chapter l have dealt with the 
historical aspect of peace efforts in world politics. 
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state has no alternative. If the idea of a world state is 
an Utopian dream^as some say, then the idea of the world 
peace too is an Utopian dream. 
Those who seek world peace through nuclear and 
chemical disarmament, must be aware of the social fact that 
the enemy does not lie in the nuclear and chemical arsenal 
but in nationalism and sovereignty. So the need is not to 
fire in the air but at the target. 
There are two widely accepted and appreciated 
approaches to solve the problem of war pacifism and 
universalism. The pacifists are pragmatists, who through 
the world public opinion and United Nations organisation, 
seek detente and disarmament. The universalists are 
progressives who thought the world community and a world 
state, seek peace and progress, while the pacifists wanted 
to save the world as well as the existing world order, 
the universalists wanted to save as well as change the 
world. 
War is older than history but search for peace has 
also been persued for centuries. Men have tried to devise 
institutions to provide for the settlement of 
international disputes, efforts have been made to reduce 
the scope of war and lessen its horrors. In 1919, a great 
document of international law, the Convenant of League of 
Nations, came into being. Now we have the United Nations 
iv 
Peace is essential for progress; without peace nothing is 
possible except destruction and starvation of 
human-beings. Since the beginning of the history the goal 
of an enduring state of peace has been the foremost 
objective of human society. During the seventeenth and 
eighteenth centuries a large number of conferences were 
called for the estblishment of peace. Peace of Westphalia 
(1648) was one of them. Like the seventeenth and 
eighteenth centuries, in the nineteenth century also a 
large number of peace conference were held for restoring 
peace. The two Hague Conferences (189 9 and 1907) were 
milestones in world history. But these conferences failed 
to prevent the outbreak of the First World War. After the 
end of the war the League of Nations came into existence 
but it also failed to prevent the second World War. 
In the third chapter of this thesis an attempt has 
ben made to analyse the concept of peace in the United 
Nations Charter. The fourth chpter focuses on the UN Peace 
Keeping Mission. The fifth and final chapter of this 
thesis deals with t e role of other organisations nd 
institutions besides the United Nations which are working 
for the maintenance of peace, security and disarmament. 
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"Never Again War, 
War Never Again I 
Peace, it: is Peace, 
Which Must Guide 
The Destiny of the 
Peoples and of all 
Mankind !" 
Pope Paul VI : Address to the 
General Asseinbly of the United 
Nations, 4 October, 1965. 
CHAPTER - 1 
CONCEPT OF PEACE IN INTERNATIONAL RELATIONS 
Peace 
Unto the heaven be peace« 
Unto the sky and the earth be peace; 
Peace be unto the waters« 
Unto the herbs and the trees be peace; 
Unto all the Gods be peace/ 
Unto Barhman and unto all be peace. 
Peace/ yea, verily peace' 
May that peace be unto me. 
— Shukta Yajurveda 
Since the beginning of history the goal of an 
enduring state of peace has been the foremost objective of 
human societies. The Upanishads positively reverberate 
with the most earnest prayers of peace. The Bible speaks 
of the vision of Isaiah in which swords were turned into 
ploughshares and spears into pruning hooks, and man gave 
up the art of making war. 
These ancient and deep-seated longings for peace 
have been poignantly reaffirmed after every war, as the 
evolution of man progressed through wars of every growing 
ferocity. It would seem that man has indeed made a fine 
art of destroying his own species with increasing efficacy 
and diminishing cost. And now in the age of thermonuclear 
weapons, computers and micro-electronics, the cult of war 
has reached its ultimate climax. We are closer today than 
ever before to an entirely unprecedented type of universal 
diasaster that could lead to the disappearance of the 
human species. 
The question of peace in international relations has 
been endlessly discussed by statesmen/ thinkers and 
ordinary citizens. They have struggled to find ways to end 
forever the wars between nations that have been moved by 
memories of bloody wars in the past, and by fear of more 
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terrible conflicts that could come . 
War has become a historical anachronism that should 
have been abolished a long time ago. Not only it is now 
rational to hope for the establishment of an enduring 
peace for the entire world, but the only wisdom in the 
nuclear age is to work, as well as hope, for such a 
3 peace •^ . 
!• Definition of Peace : 
How then are we to introduce the idea of peace? 
Peace of course is a state without war- Hence, it may be 
argued that war must be unconditionally rejected, 
irrespective of reasons, if we are to sustain peace. This 
is the negative concept of peace, a concept also known as 
blind antiwarism or sentimental pacifism . 
None will object against the people with the trend 
of thought when they say that the inhuman misery of war 
must be prevented by all means. Nothing is wrong, for 
sure, with what they are sayiny. The trouble* however/ is 
that, just as typhoons cannot be prevented by means of 
legislation, war cannot be stopped by a mere antiwar 
argument or sentimental desire. In other words, war is a 
supra-theoretical matter. 
Now, peace is a term that is used in referring to a 
state of concert secured through the mutual assurance of 
basic conditions necessary for independence and autonomy. 
Peace, therefore, has to be a joint effort, that is, 
bilateral rather than unilateral. If the idea of antiwar 
or peace is injudiciously advocated to exact from a people 
a one-sided renunciation of war, it will virtually come to 
no more than surrendering to the enemy. 
Another kind of peace I have in mind at this point 
is a peace that stands on practical preventive measures 
against war, possibly through a series of mutual 
cooperative steps. This is the positive concept of peace. 
In essence, it promotes, instead of the reckless 
idea of antiwar, a forum of international dialogue of 
nonviolence based on mutual trust and collaboration. This 
will bring us the relaxation of international tensions to 
start with, then the reduction of armaments, and finally a 
permanent peace on earth through the removal of 
utilitarianistic or idealistic absurdity and injustice 
that give rise to war . 
If peace is to be based on the mutual concord aim at 
a liable society, first, we must bring about co-existence 
and prosperity through mutual understanding and 
friendship, and second, we must arouse, through the 
promotion of peace-oriented ideas, public hatred and 
indignation at aggressor by refusing to accept any 
provocation of war. 
For example, when a nation attacks another, the 
entire world may rise up to stage protest rallies in 
denouncing the inhuman act of mass murder and destruction. 
By inspiring a peace-loving spirit in the minds of people 
in this way, we can rightly safeguard our peace. 
It is true that by promoting the spirit of love for 
peace as well as the spirit of hatred against aggression 
throughout the world, we can create the circumstances 
under which not only local skirmishes are stopped from 
spreading but also big powers dare not conceive the idea 
of campaigning for a global war. 
Just as a big fire is started by a small spark, big 
wars are always set off by small incidents. The First and 
Second World Warls were not any exceptions. Even a trivial 
dispute should be quenched lest it escalates into a world 
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war . 
Trully a constructive way of establishing world 
peace must commence with uniting our minds into one rather 
than instituting systems or concluding treaties for 
surveillance purpose. In other words, the work must begin 
with erasing alien feeling and/ at the same time 
advocating peace-loving ideas. Inasmuch as the motive of 
all warfare originate from the human mind, war can not be 
prevented without changing the mind itself. We should 
hurry on with the diffusion of the right knowledge of 
peace in its concept and principle. Only through the 
implantation of the correct idea of peace, will be able to 
acquire the strnegth to stop war . 
Social science has uncovered more knowledge about 
war than about peace, just as psychology probably has 
yielded more insights into negative deviance (such as 
mental illness) than into positive deviance (such as 
creativity). Unfortunately, studies tend to be focused on 
war as units of analysis rather than on periods of pea ;e, 
and there is a tendency to define peace simply as 
"nonwar". Thus, peace thinking has had a tendency to 
beccxne Utopian and to be oriented towards the future. It 
has been speculative and value contaminated rather than 
analytical and empirical. It is conceivable that this 
might change if research were to be focused more on peace 
g 
than on war. 
The conception of peace as "nonwar" is neither 
theoretically nor practically interesting : as used for 
instance, in describing the relationship that obtains 
between Norway and Nepal/ it can often be explained in 
terms of a low level of interaction resulting from 
geographical distance and thus will hardly be identified 
by many as an ideal relation worth striving for. For 
peace, like health, has both cognitive and evaluative 
components: it designates a state of a system of nations, 
but this state is so highly valued that institutions are 
built around it to protect and promote it. It is the 
concept of positive peace that is worth exploring 
especially since negative peace is a condition sine qua 
non and the two concepts of peace may be emperically 
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related even though they are logically independent. 
2. What Must Stable Peace Involve? 
Stable international peace-peace that brings 
security and happiness to the citizens of all countries 
must mean much more than simple absence of war. It must 
eliminate violence and abuse of wealth and power. It must 
constantly expand the body of accepted international law. 
It can not eliminate all conflicts of personal or national 
interest, but it must provide means of settling those 
conflicts on the basis of the law. And it must be founded 
on the truth that the major interest of all nations, the 
really vital "national interests" are not in conflict, but 
are common interests that the nations share and that they 
can only be promoted by common action. 
In the second half of the 20th century/ the 
achievement of stable peace must mean a major effort by 
the advancement countries to eliminate the grinding 
poverty and ignorance in which nearly two-thirds of 
humanity now live. This can best be done through inter-
national institutions of the United Nations. It can only 
be done if the arms race is ended. It can only be 
accomplished if the resources and genius now devoted to 
weapons are diverted to science and engineering for the 
betterment of all mankind* rather than for mankind's 
destruction. The alternative to war lies in the constant 
constitutional growth of the parliamentary/ executive and 
legal institutions of the United Nations. 
Today almost everyone in every country would say 
that he is in favour of peace. Western democracies would 
add: that "if only the communists would give up their plot 
for world conquest^all nations could without arm and live 
in prosperity togather". In the communist countries many 
would say almost the same* only substituting the word 
"imperialists" with "communists". 
But before World War I the response to a question 
about peace would have been very different. Many people/ 
including government leaders would have agreed with German 
Field Marshal Helmut Von Moltake's words "Perpetual peace 
is a dream". Or they might have repeated the words of 
British essayist John Ruskin "War is the foundation of all 
12 high virtues and faculties of men". 
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Such people pointed out that throughout recorded 
history/ war organized armed conflict between groups# 
tribes/ cities and nations had been a constant feature of 
human society. They believed that military success was the 
height of human achievement and that armed might was the 
measure of national greatness and prestige. In support of 
their belief they argued and a handful of militarists 
still argue along the following line of reasoning: (i ) 
that man is by nature a fighting animal; (ii) that his 
progress has been achieved by the survival of the fittest 
in the unending struggle for wealth and power;(iii)th^t 
stable peace is therefore contrary to the decisive forces 
in human evolution ^  and ((Jv) that if stable peace could be 
achieved, man's worth and achievements would decline. As 
things have been in the past* the militarists say* so they 
must be in the future, rhey concluded that because there 
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always have been wars, there always will be wars. 
The fact that disarmament is not an effective and 
reliable method of preserving peace is too obvious to pass 
unnoticed. So an alternate idea was suggested: to use 
armaments in order to oppose and punish the aggressor, or 
to put it differently, in the absence of cooperative means 
of preventive war, to enforce peace through military 
methods. This idea is by no means so new as its 
protagonists believe. Nor is the record of its application 
very encouraging. 
3. Obstacles to Achieving Peace : 
The experience of international institutions since 
World War I has shown that there are formidable obstacles 
to the achievement of stable peace. These obstacles may 
broadly be classified as: Economic, Cultural, Ideological, 
and Psychological. 
(a) Economic Obstacles : 
The struggle for colonies was a potent source of 
in*-ernational misunderstanding before World War I. It was 
believed that colonies were a great source of national 
wealth. This was an illusion. But the personal economic 
interest of individual settlers, who frequently made large 
fortunes in a few years, helped to give momentum to the 
foreign policy of colonial expansion. It also diverted 
colonial governments from true purpose of trusteeship. 
Before each of the two world wars the private 
economic interest of arms manufacturers likewise worked 
against the maintenance of peace. Sorre of the armament 
makers were extremely unscrupulous in their propaganda for 
weapons expansion for example, Krupp's in Germany and the 
Comites des Forges in France. It is more than probable 
that Hitler could not have come to power without the 
massive financial subsidies given him by the German arm 
firms, and without the support of the communications media 
that these firms purchased newspapers, journals, 
broadcasting stations and film companies. 
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High national tariff helped to cause the Great 
Depression of 1929-33/ which destroyed many democratic 
governments and helped to restart a frenzied arms race. It 
is of great importance that governments have now begun to 
understand that the free exchange of goods and services 
promotes the prosperity of all, and that International 
trade can be a powerful agency for promoting understanding 
among nations. 
(b) Cultural and Ideological Obstacles 
For thousands of years great civilizations grew up 
on opposite sides of the globe in Asia and Europe without 
any contact with each other. But in the past several 
hundred years knowledge, art, literature, drama, music and 
sport have become a common heritage. The contributions of 
individual nations to this common heritage have enriched 
mankind as a whole. 
Yet even in the last hundred years some cultural and 
ideological forces have been obstacles to peace. The 
long-nurtured tradition of Prussian militarism, with its 
deliberate perversion of school and university teaching, 
made possible the war hysteria and atrocities of Hitler's 
regime. The most serious obstacles to international 
progress since 1945 have been : {i) the deeply rooted 
communist suspicion of capitalists, reinforced by Russian 
experience of Western hostility between the world wars, 
and (ii) the Western distrust of communists, fed by 
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Stalin's "sponsored" agyressions. Premier Khruschev's 
adoption of the "peaceful coexistence" and President 
Johnson's declaration that his government wants "to end 
the Cold War for good" have been encouraging but there is 
still far to go before the cultural and ideological 
barriers between East and West can be removed. And in 
various countries the spirit of militarism* a belief that 
armed power means greatness, is by no means dead. 
(c) Psychological Obstacles 
Experience in every field has shown that when men 
and women of different nationality/ language/ race* and 
religion are brought together to cooperate for a common 
purpose on which they agreed that they can succeed to a 
remarkable degree. The members of the League of Nations 
and United Nations have come from more than a hundred 
countries. They owed allegiance both to their nations and 
the international institutions they served. Yet they have 
constituted an international civil service that has been 
in no way inferior to national administrations in 
industriousness, cohesion, and devotion. 
But there is one psychological factor that is still 
a major obstacle to the achievement of organized stable 
peace. It is the unquestioning, often subconscious, 
acceptance of the view that armaments and war are part of 
the natural order of the world and that there is no real 
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hope that this order can ever be changed. In many 
countries« for a century or more, compulsory military 
service has conditioned the average man to the acceptance 
of this view. The resulting widespread popular defeatism 
about peace has given the military advisers of national 
governments great influence in every department of 
domestic and foreign policy. It has obscured/ even from 
thinking people, the mortal danger of the nuclear weapons 
that the arms race has produced. 
(4) Realization of World Peace through Education : 
The question of war and peace is both an old and new 
problem/ perhaps the greatest euphoria of human history. 
Mankind today is standing at crossroads. Peace or War? The 
choice is ours; should we choose war and destroy 
ourselves? John F Kennedy once said that unless mankind 
puts a "full stop" to war, war will put a full stop to 
human history. But peace is not something given. It is not 
something we merely wish for. It is something we have tc 
achieve through our cooperative efforts. 
It is true that the smallest unit of conflict is a 
struggle between individuals. Conversely/ if an individual 
conflict between two persons is maximized, it will beccme 
a war between groups of people or nations. Therefore a war 
is the maximized form of individual conflict. 
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Man is a builder of history. As a free agent he is 
responsible for his own happiness and misery. Kant said 
that man is a free agent endowed with the ability to 
create a new chain of cause and effect. Accordingly the 
responsibility for failing to solve the question of peace 
must be borne by man himself. He is to be blamed for not 
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resolving the question of war and peace. 
When we understand that the cause of war has been 
in the human mind we know how important the role of 
education is as a means not only to transmit knowledge and 
technology but also to purify the mind. The preface of 
the UNESCO charter states: "Since wars begin in the minds 
of men, it is in the minds of men that the defence of 
peace must be constructed". 
Man is an educational animal. The power of 
education purifies human nature, elevates personality, and 
creates "cultured intellectuals". To put it more clearly, 
education moulds personality. Personality is the product 
of a posterior experience, certainly not something innate. 
Here, we see the difference between the primitive man and 
the cultured man, between an ignorant man and an 
intellectual. 
Almost a thousand years ago. Bishop Gui d' Anjou 
initiated one of history's great attempts to secure peace. 
He proclaimed a Truce of God and issued instructions 
limiting the use of arms. To the surprise of many, the 
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Bishop succeeded in curbing violence in his diocese; so 
impressive was his success that other French bishops 
emulated his example. In the year 1000 A.D. a Council at 
Poitiers adopted the motto. Guerre a la guerre, and passed 
a resolution which obligated the princes of the church to 
oppose war by forceful means, that is, by the intervention 
of troops under religious leadership. At a synod in 
Limoges in 1031, it was resolved to excommunicate 
violators of the peace. It was also decided that, should 
moral coercion prove insufficient, military force was? to 
be used against any breakers of God's Truce, under the 
energetic leadership of Archbishop Aimon of Bourges 
several punitive expeditions were carried out against 
rebellious knights; the Archbishop may, in fact, be 
considered as the earliest predecessor of the commander 
of a modern international armed force. Unfortunately, 
Aimon's peace force was soon annihilated by a group of 
knights who were more expert in the art of war than the 
20 70 0 priests whom they killed. 
The principle of active maintenance of God's truce 
was proclaimed time and again. Pope Urban II, in 
preparation of the Crusade, decreed a general pacification 
of the Occident to be imposed by associations of nobles. 
Pope Alexander III (1159-1181) decreed that "peace and 
concord... must be proclaimed and begotten", the word 
"begotten" being an euphemism for "coerce". The Council of 
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Toulouse perfected the legal framework for the maintenance 
of the Truce of God; it was ordered that : 
(i) Every person over fourteen years of age was to 
pledge himself with a solemn oath not to violate 
the Truce of God and not to assist any violator of 
the peace; 
(ii) This oath was to be repeated every three years# and 
a person refusing to renew the pledge was to be 
treated as a breaker of the law; 
(iii) Alliances between nobles were forbidden; 
(iv) Any violator of the peace was to be attached forth-
with by all the others who had pledged themselves 
to maintain peace; his territory was to be cut of 
from communications and traffic; his stronghold was 
to be besieged and stormed; the aggressor and his 
men were to be punished severely and their property 
confiscated; 
(v) The violator of the peace was to be excommunicated 
(a sanction which frequently entailed economic ruin 
and even physical destruction). 
(vi) The subjects of the aggressor were formally ordered 
to revolt against their mai.ter and to obstruct his 
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aggression. 
In the beginning of the 14th century, one of the 
most important questions arose, that how international war 
should be stopped and peace promoted. It is true that the 
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ideal of peace was not a new ideal but was prevalent in 
the previous centuries. It is nevertheless correct to say 
that the roots of modern pacifism go back to that period. 
Scholastic philosophy# under the leadership of Thomas 
Aquinas< had insisted on the difference between Just and 
Unjust war. But now the idea was pronounced that war is 
always an evil and that society thrives best in the 
traquility of universal peace. 
Yet how should peace be preserved? Italian 
philosopher Dante wanted to gain universal peace through 
the establishment of a universal monarchy, but on the 
other hand Pierre Dubois rejected this idea, but he 
proposed instead Congress of Princes to rule the affairs 
of Europe. 
During the 17th century a large number of peace 
projects were published for the establishment of peace and 
it is true that these peace projects helped in the 
establishment of peace. Cimpanella's De Monarchia 
Hispanica Discursus was one of them which placed the 
burden for the enforcement of universal peace of Spain, 
because it was then the most powerful country. 
In the period of the Thirty Years' War, the 
organization of peace was a widely discussed subject and 
since then each major conflagration has been accompanied 
by a flood of ideas about the art of "peacefare". The 
17 
treaties of Osnabruck and Munster reflected this tendency 
and contained provisions to assure the stability and 
permanence of peace. Paragraphs 114 to 116 of the Treaty 
of Munster determined that any person breaking the 
convention or public peace, either intentionally or 
otherwise/ would incur the punishment presecribed for such 
violations. Despite violations, peace would remain in 
force, all signatories to the treaties were obligated to 
defend and protect each other as well as the laws or 
conditions of peace against whomever it might be, without 
distinction of religion. If violations occurred, an 
attempt was to be made to settle the dispute by friendly 
means or legal procedures; if, however, after three years 
the dispute could not be settled by peaceful means, all 
22 the interested parties were bound to help the victim. 
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CHAPTER - 2 
PEACE EFFORTS IH WORLD POLITICS ; A HISTORICAL PERSPECTIVE 
(1) Peace Procesa in Nineteenth Century : 
The destruction caused by international wars has 
compelled statesmen to turn their attention to positive 
construction of peace by international organization. 
Probably the first example of organized peace was the 
Olympic Truce of ancient Greeks. But on the other hand the 
peace of the seventeenth and eighteenth centuries try to 
conclude general contracts which would define the 
possession and the privileges of all the sovereigns in the 
European community although the kings and queens and 
princes, chafing from restraint or restless in ambition, 
denied any international power save God and broke their 
oaths again and again. Nothing pricked their conscience, 
nothing bridled their power. The search for an enduring 
peace after widespread international war, nevertheless, 
has continued from Vienna in 1815 to San Francisco in 19 45 
and the states of the world, incapable of achieving 
security by themselves, have looked about and consulted 
with each other. 
During the seventeenth and eighteenth centuries a 
large number of conferences were called for the 
establishment of peace. But the peace of Westphalia in 
1648 was the landmark of world history, because as an 
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international assembly/ the Congress of Westphalia bore 
little resemblance to the intricate organization of 
twentieth century peace conferences. 
During the nineteenth century a large number of 
conferences were called for restoring peace; here a 
mention will be made of the Hague Conferences(1899-1907) 
and the Paris Peace Conference. 
(a) The Hague Conferences : 
During the end of the nineteenth century and 
beginning of the twentieth century two important inter-
national peace conference were held at The Hague 
(Netherlands) which are milestones in world history. 
The first Hague Conference was called by Czar 
Nicholas II on 24 August 1898. All governments represented 
at the Imperial Court were invited/ a total of 24, with 
indication that the conference was to deal with the 
establishment of peace through disarmament and pacific 
settlement of disputes. The conference met at The Hague in 
the Park House in Bosch Park from 18 May to 29 July, 1899, 
with major statesmen present. The United States was 
represented by Ambassador Andrew D. White, former 
President of Cornell University, Seth Low/ President of 
Columbia University/ Stanford Newell/ minister to the 
Netherlands/ Captain William Crozier of the army/ Captain 
Alfred T. Mahan of the Uniteld States Navy and G.F.W. 
Holls of the New York bar. Baron de Steal of Russia was 
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chosen Chairman. The conference failed to reach agreement 
on disarmament but agreed on conventions concerning the 
pacific settlement of international disputes, the rules of 
land warfare (based in considerable measure on the United 
States code of land warfare issued during the civil War), 
and the application of naval war of the principles of the 
Geneva Convention of 1864 for care of the sick and wounded 
in war. Declarations prohibiting the launching of 
projectiles from balloons, the use of poison gases (not 
accepted by United States and Great Britain), and the use 
of dumdum bullets were also approved. 
The Haque Convention for the Pacific Settlement of 
International Disputes codified the experience with 
arbitration during the nineteenth century with attention 
to proposals made by International Law, the Inter-
Parliamentary Union, and Resolutions of the British and 
American Parliaments and of many peace societies. Efforts 
to create a genuine court of international justice and to 
confer upon it obligatory jurisdiction were unsuccessful 
though states were urged to conclude conventions, agreeing 
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to arbitrate future disputes, and many did so. 
(b) The Second Hague Conference ; 
The second Hague Conference of 1907, though first 
proposed by U.S. President Theodore Roosevelt, was 
officially convened by Nicholas II. This Conference sat 
23 
from 15 June to 18 October 1907, and was attended by the 
representatives of 44 states. Again the proposal for the 
limitation of armament failed of acceptance. The 
conference did however adopt several conventions relating 
to such matters as the employment of force for the 
recovery of contract debts; the rights and duties of 
natural powers and persons in war on land and sea; the 
laying of automatic submarine contact mines; the status of 
enemy merchantship; bombardment by naval forces in 
wartime; and the establishment of an international prize 
court. The conference of 1907 renewed the declaration 
prohibiting the discharge of projectiles from balloons but 
did not reaffirm the declarations prohibiting asphyxiating 
gas and expanding bullets. The final acts of the 
conference were the unanimous acceptance by the delegates 
of the principle of compulsory arbitration and the stating 
of a number of resolutions/ the first of which was the 
recommendation that another conference be summoned in 
eight years, thus establishing the concept that the best 
way to handle international problems was through a series 
of successive conferences. Although the conference 
scheduled for 1915 failed to meet because of the outbreak 
of the first world war, the conference idea strongly 
influenced the creation of the more highly organized 
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League of Nations after the war. 
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A leading feature of the Hague System was its 
approach towards universality whereas the first conference 
was attended by only twenty six states/ and bulk of the 
Latin American republics. Thus, the world achieved, in 
1907 its first General Assembly; as the President of the 
conference put it, "This is the first time that the 
representatives of all constituted States have been 
gathered together to discuss interests which they have in 
conmon and which cont^nplatle the good of all mankind". 
This was a significant step towards broadening the focus 
of international diplomacy, towards escaping the 
increasingly unrealistic European-fixation and defining 
more accurately the boundaries of the community of nations 
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with whose problems statesmen had to deal. 
The Hague concept was not revolutionary; it pointed 
towards encouragement of avoidance of war and mitigation 
of the evils and barbarities of warfare rather than 
recision of the legal of status to make war, and toward 
the evolution of tolerable conditions of international 
life within the multistate system rather than drastic 
transformation of the system itself. But the business of 
the hague was clearly the reform of the rules and methods 
of the system, rather than the solution of the problems 
arising out of the particular cases of conflict within the 
system. 
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The urge toward institutionalization was expressed 
first in regard to the Hague Conferences themselves. At 
the 1907 assembly, the view clearly predominated that 
these should be not simply Hague Conference, but a Hague 
System. The concept of regular, periodic international 
conferences, which had received acceptance as a basic 
plank in the platform of the concept of Europe, was 
reintroduced. The interval between the two Hague 
Conferences had been eight years. and the American 
representatives in 1907 favoured the establishment of 
machinery by which future conferences would be regularly 
convened without the necessity of initiatory action by any 
state. This proposal was not fully accepted, but the 
second conference did recommend "the assembly of a Third 
Peace Conference, which might be held, within a period 
corresponding to that which has elapsed since the 
preceding conference, at a date to be fixed by common 
agreement between the powers". This action led Joseph H. 
Choate. a member of the American delegation, to comment; 
"Friends of peace; friends of arbitration, may now 
be depended upon it that every seven or eight years there 
will be a similar conference, and that where the last 
conference left the work unfinished the new conference 
will take it up. and so progress from time to time be 
steadily made". The hope for a reunion at the Hague in 
1915 was dashed by the outbreak of a general war. but the 
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revitalization of the Idea of a reyular assembly of the 
nations was to prove a more significant event than the 
gentlemen of 1907 could have imagined. 
The Hague approach to the problem of peace was 
distinctly rationalistic and legalistic. The focus on the 
peaceful settlement of disputes was a clear indication of 
the underlying assumption that war was a product of 
misunderstandings and emotional flurries that could be 
eliminated by elucidation of the facts in dispute, 
clarification of the applicable law, and invocation of the 
calmness and self-possession of reasonable men. This 
reliance upon rational prudence and the judicial temper 
may have been excessive. Postponing evaluation, let it be 
said here that it was, for better or for worse, a leading 
characteristic of the Hague approach which was transmitted 
to subsequent conferences on international organization 
and is today a significant element in the operative theory 
of international organization. The Hague ideal of 
rationally self-restrained states submitting to a kind of 
Olympean judgement has not been realized, but neither has 
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it been abandoned. 
Almost everyone is for peace in the abstract and is 
likely to be for war in certain specific situations; thus 
international organization is likely to attract a volume 
of enthusiastic verbal support from public opinion when it 
works against war which may prove to be meaningless and 
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ephemeral when it throws its influence against wars. On 
the other hand« experience shows that statesmen are 
unlikely to develop deep interest in the process of 
international organization, conceived as an approach to 
problems of peace in the abstract. The leaders of 
goveriunents are almost by definition men who are 
preoccupied with the events and dangers of the present« 
with the crises of the moment/ and they are not inclined 
to attach much importance to activities directed toward 
the solution of less concrete and Immediate problems. 
• 
The problem cannot be solved simply by avowing that 
statesmen are selfish and short sighted and should become 
world minded and farseeing. Some change in that direction 
is essential but it is equally necessary for international 
organization to achieve a proper balance between the 
projects of building a world system and of solving current 
international difficulties/ between transforming 
international relations in the long run and saving irtter-
jiatipnal peace in the short run. This present problem of 
international organisation was foreshadowed at the Hague 
Conference. 
Once more/ and with still more ominous 
significance/ the most sustained exertions of the 
delegates were devoted to further elaboration of laws of 
war. In the development of peaceful institutions/ their 
achievements were hardly perceptible to reach agreement 
between the great powers and the small on the method of 
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appointing the judges# and the scheme had to be abandoned. 
Proposals concerning obligatory arbitration came to 
nothing/ again owing to German obstinacy; and the 
delegates contented themselves with a formula which shows 
only too clearly the completeness of their failure. The 
convention of 1899 had stated/ as already recorded, that 
arbitration was in certain cases the most effective and 
equitable mode of settlement. To this the convention of 
1907 added this paragraph: "consequently/ it would be 
desirable that/ in disputes regarding the above mentioned 
questions/ the contracting powers should/ if the case 
arise/ have recourse to arbitration/ in so far as 
9 
circumstances permit". 
Though it reached agreed texts on some other 
matters of less importance/ the second Hague Conference 
was on the whole much less encouraging than the first of 
those who hoped that the power might be wise enough to put 
an end to that international anarchy which could end only 
in war. Its most significant act was to resolve to meet 
again in eight years/ without waiting to be convoked by 
the Tsar or by any government: and to setup a preparatory 
committee two years before hand/ with the mandate of 
collecting and studying the proposals which could be 
submitted to the conference. This decision was deprived of 
all effect by the outbreak of the First World War. But it 
was a true international act/ indicating that even the 
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dreary diplomatic conference which had dragged on for over 
four months at the Hague had developed the first 
beginnings of a corporate life. 
During the Twentieth Century the first of 
outstanding international stature to bring up the idea of 
peace coercion in the present century was Theodore 
Roosevelt* proponent of the "international sheriff". He 
spoke of such a scheme in a message to congress in 1904. 
In an address delivered to the Nobel Prize Committee at 
Oslo in 1910/ he advocated a forceful combination of those 
great nations which sincerely desire peace". 
In June of the same year* a resolution was 
submitted to the Congress by Bartholdt from Missouri and 
Bennet from New York, and received the consent of both 
Houses. To limit armaments, mankind was invited to 
consider the expediency of constituting the combined 
navies of the world into an international force for the 
preservation of universal peace. 
(2) Peace efforts during the Twentieth Century : 
We have seen that it was a common failure of wisdom 
and decency that led the nations into war. By subtle 
distinctions between predisposing and determining causes 
it may be possible to pin most of the immediate 
responsibility for the outbreak of the war should rest on 
certain politicians and military chiefs in the three great 
autocratic empires - Germany Russia and Austria-Hungary. 
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At present we know enough and only enough to say quite 
definitely that no one nation is entitled to cast the 
first stone or adopt an air of moral superiority over 
others as regards the origins of the war. We are not only 
all in the same boat, we are all tarred with the same 
brush. 
When the First World War broke out all talk and 
thought of peace was silenced and forgotten. The nations 
of Europe stumbled into war, understanding little what 
they were doing, why they were doing it, or what 
irreparable destruction and misery awaited them all. 
Powerful and exciting emotions filled the hearts of the 
peoples - patriotic fervour, military enthusiasm, the will 
to conquer or die. The plans for a general strike in 
Germany and France were swept away as though they had 
never existed: except for a few extremists, the socialist 
parties in every country were as ready to work and fight 
for victory as any of their fellow citizens. Even the most 
rigorous upholders of the theories of pacifism were forced 
to realize that if they attempted to make themselves heard 
they were merely encouraging the enemy in his hopes of 
winning. 
Political leaders on both sides claimed to be 
fighting for a durable peace. Such words in a Germany 
completely controlled by the Army Command could mean 
nothing except a peace which left Germany supreme in 
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Europe coming from Asquith or Vivanl/ they were sincere/ 
but indefinite. Edward Grey was without doubt the only 
responsible statesman among the belligerents who in the 
first months of the war/ had already formed the outlines 
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of a plan for peace. 
During the first winter of the war, a slow change 
of mood came over the scene. Both sides still hoped for 
victory; few foresaw that there were still four years of 
fighting ahead; but all vision of swift and splendid 
triumph had faded away. Month by month it became more and 
more evident that/ even for the winner, the advantages 
would be less and the cost greater than man had realized 
at the beginning. Slowly the feeling grew that all this 
should never have happened and that the nations must find 
scMne way to ensure that it should not happen again. 
Here/ then, was the effective spring and motive of 
the movement which was to bring the League of Nations into 
existence. It was a movement inspired/ indeed/ by hatred 
of war; but it was not a pacifist movement. On the 
contrary/ it was everywhere based on the conviction that 
any effective system for the prevention of war must be 
backed by the United force of peace-loving states. Nor was 
it directly concerned with the problem of bringing the 
world war to an end/ though many of those in Britain and 
America who joined in promoting it hoped that their 
proposals might lead public opinion in Germany and Austria 
to turn against their military rule. 
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(a) Paris Peace Conference (1919) : 
The peace conference which met at Paris in January« 
1919, provided a far from perfect environment for the 
birth of the League of Nations. The delegates who met 
there, the political leaders and the victorious Generals 
of the Allied powers, were in a hurry. They were driven by 
the demands of their war-sick peoples. It was their job to 
usher in the new era, when, all over the world, there 
would be peace. Peace, but little enough goodwill. The 
four years of the war (1914-1918) had not only left 
millions of dead on the battlefields of Europe; it had 
also maimed the minds of those who survived. The war had 
exalted nationalism, enthroned hate, nourished a huge 
appetite for revenge. The Germans must be punished, the 
Germans must be made to pay. The Germans must be made 
important; never again could they be allowed to take up 
arms to march against their neighbours. The bureaucrats at 
Paris, the representatives of the Foreign Office and the 
Quai d'Orsay, were sceptical and intolerant of new 
concepts for conducting the affairs of man such as world 
forum and an international court. They knew that the old 
tried ways in which they had been trained and to which 
they were dedicated, were the best ways nation to nation, 
secrectly behind closed doors in the language of 
diplomacy. Everyone at the Conference wanted peace all 
right, but, in all but a few, the dominating ideas of how 
that peace should be achieved, of how the new world should 
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look like, of the materials with which it should be built* 
17 gave little hope that man had learned his lesson. 
Ater the overthrow of Germany, Austria-Hungry/ and 
Turkey/ the Allied statesmen met at Paris to decide the 
future map of Europe. The choice of Paris as the venue of 
the conference was not a happy one; that was due to the 
fact that a lot of fighting and destruction had taken 
place in the neighbourhood of Paris and unhappy memories 
and associations were bound to have their effect on the 
compulsions of the conference. It would have been better 
if some other suitable place in Switzerland had been 
chosen for that purpose. However/ the conference met at 
Paris and President Wilson/ Lloyd George/ Clemenceau and 
Orlando played a very important part in the deliberations 
of the conference. The work of negotiation was not an easy 
one. Germany had surrendered on the basis of Fourteen 
Points of President Wilson/ but those could not be made 
the basis of settlement. They had to be adjusted to fit in 
with the secret treaties among the Allies regarding the 
distribution of the possessions of the enemies. The force 
of circumstances compelled president Wilson to compromise 
on many points. 
When the delegations assembled in Paris/ then/ 
there waS/ particularly among the British and French/ this 
distrust of the president's intention and a resentment of 
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his Intellelctual and moral arrogance. Nevertheless« 
although the French Prime Minister# Georges clemenecau, 
presided over the main conference, American president 
Woodrow vvilson's role as a great peacemaker was freely 
conceded. It was under his chairmanship that a committee 
was setup to draft the Convenant of the League of Nations« 
the statement of aimS/ responsibilities of membership, the 
rule by which it should conduct its business and the 
precept for corporate action, which was at once, the 
foundation stone of the League of Nations and also the 
holy book to which, throughout its life, members so often 
turned for guidance and authority. The creation of the 
covenant was the supreme work which had brought Woodrow 
Wilson to Paris. The word 'Covenant; he chose himself, 
because he said; "I am an old Presbyterian and the setting 
up of the League of Nations should be an Internal part of 
the business of the Peace Conference, indeed that it 
should be given major priority, taking precedence over 
even the most pressing of all the massive and bitter 
problems associated with the redrawing of borders and the 
award or surrender of territory". It was Wilson who said 
that there should be no distinction between the Covenant 
and the Versailles Treaty (1919). They should not be 
considered as separate entities; nations which ratified 
the Treaty pledged themselves to observe the terms of the 
Covenant. 
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Given the haste with which delegates were expected 
to put the world rights and the animosities which were 
already beginning to fester, it would not have been 
surprising if the Covenant had been a shoddy, inadequate 
thing. The chances of its commanding universal confidence 
were not improve by the restriction of membership of the 
drafting committee to representatives of the Allied 
Powers. Initially, too, it was weighed heavily in favour 
of the five great powers, the United States, (but it 
should always be remembered that United States could never 
become its member). France, Italy, Japan and the British 
Commonwealth, each of which had two spokesman, while five 
other countries, Belgium, Brazil, China, Portugal, and 
Serbia, were allowed just one each. It was only after 
these small powers had protested that four more 
representatives, from Greece, Poland, Czechoslovakia and 
Rumania, were admitted. There was no question of neutrals 
being included and even when they were consulteld later it 
was only informally. The defeated had no say whatsoever. 
The way in which the Convenant was drafted and the League 
established lent substantial justification to the charge, 
which was frequently to be levelled by Germany, that the 
league of Nations was really no more than a "Victors 
19 Club". 
3. Peace efforts in the post Second World War Bra : 
"Three monstrous wars have led to three sane 
attempts to Institutionalise peace by 
international organization. The consuming 
struggles of Napolean drove the world powers 
to consultation« the raw excesses of the 
First World War which cost no less than 180 
billion dollars and ten billion lives# 
further impelled men and women to seek a 
system of collaboration against inter-
national violence; and out of the man to the 
Second World War# more terrible than all the 
hecatombs of the past/ came the plans for the 
United Nations". 
- Prof. Gerard J. Hangone 
Instinct to fight« which almost an animal instinct/ 
is inherent in human nature since the creation of human 
life. With the advancement of science and technology/ the 
art of fighting underwent tremendous change resulting in 
the invention of tools to fight. The fight is replaced by 
war. The history of our civilization is infact the history 
of wars which man has fought against man. The fear of 
death/ destruction and annihilation which directly accrue 
from war/ has made human mind to search for means to avoid 
war. This rational urge found its manifestation in the 
form of the League of Nations after the First World War. 
This was the first organization of its kind which had been 
incepted at the world level. Unfortunately/ the human 
desire for peace was shortlived as then followed the 
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Second World War. This war unleashed destruction and 
annihilation. A sizeable number of people lost their 
lives. It was the failure of the League which led to the 
outbreak of the Second World War, the most horrorful, so 
far in human memory. A greater need for peace was felt by 
human mind and this led to search for an effective 
international alternative to guarantee peace and security. 
Protracted deliberations and mutual negotiations led to 
the inception of the United Nations Organization in 1945. 
It is true to say that the foundation of the United 
Nations were laid on the ashes of the League of Nations 
because League of Nations failed to prevent the War and 
promote the cause of peace. It was the year of 1939 that 
Second World War broke out. Millions of people were 
killed. The loss of property was incalculable. The use of 
an atom bomb at Hiroshima (6 August 1945) and Nagasaki (9 
August 1945) in Japan by United States of America shook 
the world. It brought untold sorrow and suffering to 
mankind. The Second World War once again c(»npelled the 
nations of the world to endeavour to establish an 
international organization which could prevent future war 
and maintain international peace and security in the 
world. So, it was the reason that during the Second World 
War itself the great powers had started making efforts in 
this direction. Their efforts led to the holding of the 
San Francisco Conference in which the UN charter was 
adopted and signed by 51 nations of the world. After the 
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Charter was ratified by the prescribed number of states, 
it came into force on 24 October, 1945. Thus the United 
Nations was finally established. It may however, be noted 
that it was the uniting efforts of a number of countries 
which led to the establishment of the United Nations. 
It is not possible to appreciate the post war peace 
treaties without reference to the conferences, 
declarations and decisions arrived at by the statesmen of 
the United Nations during and after the Second World War. 
United Nations is an organization established to 
maintain international pace and to foster international 
cooperation in the resolution of economic, social, 
cultural and humanitarian problems. The UN was founded on 
24 Octobler 1945, when the major powers ratified the 
Charter that has been drawn up earlier in the year in San 
Francisco, there were 51 founder members including the USA 
which thus abandoned the isolationist stance it had taken 
to the UN's predecessor, the League of Nations. Most of 
the countries of world are now members of the United 
Nations, the chief exceptions being North and South Korea, 
Switzerland and Taiwan, which lost its seat to the Peoples 
20 Republic of China. 
The name United Nations was coined by President 
F.D. Roosevelt in 19141 to describe the countries fighting 
against the Axis. It was first used officially on 1 
January 1942, when 26 states joined in the Declaration by 
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the United Nations pledging themselves to continue their 
joint war efforts and not to make peace separately. The 
need for an international organization to replace the 
League of Nations was first stated officially on 30 
October 1943 in the Moscow Declaration issued by China, 
Great Britain, United States and the former USSR. At 
Dumbarton Oaks Conference (Sept«nber-October, 1944) those 
four countries drafted specific proposals for a charter 
for the new organization. Not until the Yalta conference 
(4-11 February) Great Britain, the United States and the 
USSR reached agreement on the "Veto" system of voting in 
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the Security Council. 
At the San Francisco Conference the UN Charter was 
voted and was ultimately unanimously adopted. The Charter 
did not ccMne into force immediately after its adoption. It 
was provided that the Charter would come into force only 
when China, France, Britain, America and Russia signed and 
ratify it. This requirement was completed on 24 October 
1945 and consequently the Charter of the United Nations 
came into force from that date. Every year 24 October is 
observed as United Nations day. 
(a) Potsdam Conference : (17 July to 2nd August 1945) 
An important meeting of the principal Allies in the 
Second World War (the United States, the USSR, and Great 
Britain) was held to supplement, clarify, and implement 
agreements previously reached at the Yalta Conference. The 
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meeting is also known as the Berlin Conference. The chief 
representatives were President Harry S. Truman, Premier 
Joseph V. Stalin, Prime Minister Winston Churchill, and 
after Churchill's defeat. Prime Minister C.R. Atlee. The 
foreign ministers of the three nations were also 
22 present. 
The conference discussed the substance and 
procedures of the peace settlements in Europe but did not 
attempt to write peace treaties. That task was left to the 
council of Foreign Ministers. The chief concerns of the 
Big Three, their foreign ministers, and their staffs were 
the immediate administration of defeated Germany, the 
demarcation of the boundaries of Poland, the occupation of 
Austria, the definition of the Soviet Union's role in 
Eastern Europe, the determination of reparations and the 
further prosecution of the war against Japan. The amity 
and goodwill that had largely characterized former wartime 
conferences was missing at Potsdam, for each nation was 
most concerned with its own self-interest, and Churchill 
particularly was suspicious of Stalin's motives and 
. ,^. . . 23 unyielding position. 
The main theme of the Potsdam declaration was the 
liquidation of Germany's military power. 
4. Peace Treaties : 
According to the Potsdam agreement the Big Three 
(American President Truman, Soviet Premier Staline, and 
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British Prime Minister Attlee), decided to establish a 
Council of Foreign Ministers to do the preparatory work 
for the peace settlement. It was also decided that the 
Council was to meet the London where its headquarters were 
fixed. So it is the reason that the first meeting of the 
Council of Foreign Ministers was held in London between 11 
September - 2 October 1945, the meeting ended in a 
stalemate. An interim meeting of the Foreign Ministers of 
Big Three powers was held in December 1945 in Moscow. The 
procedure with regard to the preparation of the peace 
treaties was agreed upon. The second meeting of the 
Council of Foreign Ministers was held in Paris in April 
and May, 1946 and June and July 19 46. The same old 
differences arose among the powers and very little 
progress was made. Mr. Byrnes, American Secretary of 
State, was forced to observe that "The Council of Foreign 
Ministers was formed to facilitate and not to obstruct the 
peace". Ultimately, after about 15 months of preparatory 
work, the peace treaties with Italy, Bulgaria, Hungary, 
Finland and Rumania were given a final shape by the 21 
participating countries. The Conference adopted 107 
recommendations. The next meeting of the Council of 
Foreign Ministers was held in New York in November and 
December 1946. The final shape was given to the five 
treaties and these were signed in Paris on 10 February, 
1947 by the representatives of the five enemy states and 
the Allied States. 
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(a) Italian Peace Treaty : 
The Italian Peace Treaty, the longest of the five 
negotiated in 1945 and 1946 and the only one to be 
concluded with a major Axis power by all major Allies, was 
in general considered first by the Council of Foreign 
Ministers and at the Paris Conference. In instance in 
which the provisions of the five treaties were similar, 
agreement on the clause in question for the Italian Treaty 
generally meant agreement on the same clause in the other 
24 four treaties. 
While there was no formal decision to have a draft 
treaty prepared for the .London Council meeting by any 
particular state, the Council took a United Kingdom draft, 
together with a suggested directive from the Council to 
the Deputies submitted by the United States, as the bases 
for later discussions. These two provided the outlines of 
25 the treaty eventually concluded. 
Certain problems which developed during the 
negotiations assumed such importance that the fact of all 
five treaties depended on their resolution. Some, such as 
the future of the Italian colonies, were never "settled" 
in the treaty but rather postponed for future discussion. 
Others, particularly Trieste and reparations, led to most 
of the deodlocks and delays that featured the sixteen 
months of actual negotiations. 
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Main consideration of the Italian Treaty at the 
Paris Conference took place in three Commissions: The 
Political and Territorial Commission for Italy on which 
all members of the Paris Conference but Norway were 
represented, held 43 meetings under the chairmanship of 
the Union of South Africa; Semator Tom Connally, James C. 
Dunn and Samuel Rober represented the United States. 
The Economic Ccxnmission for Italy, of which again 
all but Norway were members, held 39 meetings with India 
as chairman; Senator Arthur Vandenberg, Willard L. Thorp 
and J.J. Reinstein represented the United States. Twenty 
one meetings of the Military Commission were devoted to 
the Italian Treaty; Poland furnished the Chairman for the 
Commission, on which Vice Admiral Richarld Coloddy, 
Brigadier General J.D. Balmer, Captain Roland F. Prye, 
USN, Theodore C. Achilles, Lieutenant Colonel R.G. 
Stilwell, and captain William J. Galloway, Jr., 
represented the United States. Italy submitted to the 
conference in all 53 documents commenting on various 
aspects of the draft treaty and Mr. de Gasperi, Italian 
Foreign Minister, made an oral statement to the Conference 
on 10 August. At the conclusion of the work of the 
Commission, the Conference spent four plenary session, 
from 7 to 10 October, 1946 in general debate and voting on 
26 the various articles of the Italian Treaty. 
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The Treaty with Italy contained 90 Articles and 17 
annexes. Italy was to give to France small districts in 
the regions of Little St. Bernard, Mont Thabor Chabertan, 
Mont Ceins, Tenda and Briga. She was to give to 
Yugoslavia, Zara, Pelagosa, Lagosta and other islands 
along the Dalmatian coast. The Istrian Peninsula and most 
of the remainder of the province of Venetia, Guiulia, with 
Trieste were to become a "free territory to be governed 
under statute approved by all Security Council. Italy was 
to give up her sovereignty over African colonies. She was 
also to recognise the independence of Albania and 
Ethiopia. 
Italy was to submit to the demilitarisation of 
frontiers with France and Yugoslavia. She was not to have 
atom weapons, guided missiles and guns with a range over 
30 kilometers. She was not to have mines, torpedoes, 
aircraft carriers, submarines, etc. She was not to havf? 
more than 200 heavy medium tanks. Her navy was reduced to 
2 battle ships, and 25,000 officers and men. Her army was 
reduced to 250,000. The air forces was reduced to 200 
fighters and reconnaissance and transport aircraft to 150. 
Italy was to pay to the Soviet Union 100 million dollars 
in 7 years. She was to pay to Albania 5 million dollars in 
7 years. 
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(b) Bulgarian Peace Treaty : 
The Bulgarian Treaty had a preamble similar to that 
of the Italian Treaty. Its territorial clause provided 
simply that Bulgaria's frontiers should be those of 1 
January, 1941. This meant that the Southern Dobruja, which 
had been transferred to Bulgaria in 1940, would remain 
Bulgarian. The Political clauses referring to civil 
liberties, the suppression of fascist activities, and the 
surrender of the war criminals were identical with those 
in the Italian treaty as were the military clauses 
relating to new weapons. The Bulgarian Army was not to 
consist of more than 55,000 men, the antiaircraft 
artillery force of more than 1,800, the navy of more than 
3,500, or the airforce of more than 5,200. The navy was 
not to be limited 7,250 tons, the airforce to 90 planes. 
Installations for offensive warfare were not to be 
maintained along the Greek frontier. As for reparations, 
raw materials and agriculture products to the value of 
$70,000,000 = $45,000,000 to Greece and $ 25,000,000 to 
Yugoslavia, in addition the Soviet Union was to be 
accorded little to most German assets in the country. 
Aside for a special clause providing for free navigation 
of the Danube River, the rest of the treaty was also 
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similar to the Italian. 
(c) Hungarian Peace Treaty : 
The draft Hungarian Treaty submitted to the Paris 
Conference by the Council of Foreign Ministers provided 
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for the return of Hungary to its 1 January 1938 borders, 
although decision on the Czechoslovak-Hungarian frontier 
was tentative pending consultation with the two 
governments concerned. The frontiers with Austria, 
Yugoslavia and Soviet Union were confirmed by the Paris 
Conference without alteration or dissent. Indirect 
cognizance was taken of the Soviet-Czechoslovak Agreement 
of June 1945 by which the Soviet Union obtained the 
Subcarpathian Ukrain (Carpatho-Ukraine or Ruthenia) for 
prior to that transfer, the Soviet Union and Hungary had 
not had a common frontier. In reaffirming the 1 January, 
1938 frontier between Yugoslavia and Hungary. The Treaty 
cemplemented Article 2 of the Hungarian Armistic under 
which Hungarian forces were withdrawn from the Brachka-
Baranja area in northern Yugoslavia which Hungary had 
occupied from 1941 to 1945. 
The treaty with Hungary had 42 Articles and 6 
annexes. Her frontiers of 1 January, 1938, with Austria 
and Yugoslavia were restored. She had to give to 
Yugoslavia three villages west of the Danube. The Vienna 
award of November 1938 was cancelled. The result was that 
Transylvania went to Rumania. The army of Jungary was 
limited to 65,000, airforce to 5,000 and air planes to 90. 
Hungary wals to pay 200 million dollars to the Soviet 
Union and 50 million dollars each to Yugoslavia and 
Czechoslovakia. 
d) Rummanian Peace Treaty : 
The Peace treaty with Romania had 40 Articles and 6 
annexes. Her frontiers of 1 January, 1947 were restored. 
Her army was limited to 120,000, anti-aircraft artillery 
to 5,000, navy to 5,000 men and 1,500 tons; Her air force 
was reduced to 8,000 men and 150 airplanes, she was to pay 
303 million dollars to the Soviet Union in kind in 8 
years. 
e) Finnish Peace Treaty : 
The Peace Treaty with Finland had 36 Articles and 6 
annexes. Her frontiers of 1 January, 1941 were restored. 
However the province of Petsamo was to be given to the 
Soviet Union. The Soviet Finnish Peace Treaty of March 
1940 was restored. The Soviet Union gave up the lease hold 
at Hnago and acquired 50 years lease of Porkkala-Udd area 
for a naval base. The Finnish army was limited to 34,400 
navy to 4,800 men and 10,000 tons and airforce to 3,000 
men and 60 airplanes. She was to pay 300 million dollars 
to the Soviet Union in kind over 8 years from September 
1944 onwards. 
f) Japanese Peace Treaty (1951) : 
Meanwhile, the United States government had grown 
increasingly impatient about maintaining an expensive, 
and, in its judgement, no longer necessary occupation of 
Japan. Consequently, in 1950 President Harry S. Truman 
circularized the various governments that had been wartime 
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allies/ proposing the drafting of a Japanese Peace Treaty. 
A special presidential mission then visited many capitals, 
including Tokyo, and formulated terms that the majority 
world accept. A conference was called to meet in San 
Francisco on 4-8 September, 1951 and 51 nations including 
the USSR, agreed to send representatives. Although the 
Soviet, Czschoslovak, and Polish delegates did so. An 
adequate number of governments then ratified the document 
and it came into force on 28 April, 1952. 
Making no reference to war guilt, the preamble 
merely asserted that the Allied powers and Japan were 
"resolved that henceforth their relations shall be those 
of nations which, as sovereign equals, cooperate in 
friendly association to promote their common welfare and 
to maintain international peace and security". It stated 
that Japan would apply for membership in the United 
Nations and conform to the principles of the United Nation 
Charter. By the territorial clauses of the treaty, Japan 
recognized the independence of Korea^ and renounced all 
claims to Taiwan (Formosa). The Penghu Islands 
(Pescadores), the Kuril Islands, the southern part of 
Sakhalin, and the mandates which she had held from the 
League of Nations. It stated that it would concur in any 
United States proposals to make the Ryukyu Island, the 
Bonin Islands, the Volcano Islands, Parece vela, and 
Marcus, Island into United Nations trusteeships under the 
exclusive control of the United States.^^ 
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CHAPTER - 3 
THE CONCEPT OF PEACE IN THE O.N. CHARTER 
The preservation of peace and security through a 
general international organization as initiated by the 
Great Powers during the Second World War is largely 
synonymous with the preservation of peace and security so 
far as consistent with their interest. The Great Powers 
realized that while every nation has an equal interest in 
the preservation of peace and security, the main burden of 
maintaining that peace ultimately and necessarily would 
fall upon their shoulders. They also knew that political 
decisions could be reached and implemented only to the 
extent that they corresponded to the political realities 
and that important international decisions would be taken 
mostly in the context of prevailing power relationship at 
any given time. In other words, they were convinced that 
while reason and faith are not unimportant and irrelevant, 
power is decisive in determining the course of 
international politics. Therefore, the Great Powers 
conceived the United Nations not only as a political but 
also as a legal and doctrinaire instrument for the 
preservation of peace and security. 
From 25 April to 26 June 1945 the representatives 
of fifty nations met at the War Memorial Opera House in 
San Francisco and commenced the work of drafting the 
Charter of the United Nations. The Charters came into 
force on 24 October 1945. 
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The Premable sets out in noble words its universal 
appeal for peace and security. The Charter begins : "We, 
the people of the United Nations, determined to save 
succeeding generations from the scourge of war, which 
twice in our life time has brought untold sorrow to 
mankind..." Regrettably, this primary objective has not 
been realised. Though no global conflict on the pattern of 
world war has taken place in the last 50 years, well over 
30 million people have died as a direct consequence of 
over 200 conflicts. Two major wars (Korea and Gulf) with 
hundreds, of thousands of casulties were actually launched 
under the aegis of the UN. The spirit of the UN Charter 
2 
was largely absent during the period of the Cold War. 
The Charter treats as menaces to peace the ancient 
enemies of all mankind; ignorance, poverty and disease. 
The UN Charter thus marks an advance over the Covenant of 
the League of Nations, which did not ignore these deeper 
sources of tension yet tended in practice to equate peace 
with mere avoidance of violence. 
The United Nations System largely closed the gaps, 
in so far as formal security commitments were concerned. 
The only time the word "security" occurred in the Covenant 
of the League of Nations was in the premable. The purpose 
of the League was "to promote international cooperation 
and to achieve international peace and security". 
Thereafter the covenant contended itself with speaking of 
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"peace". In the UN Charter, on the other hand, "security" 
is the predominant word . The phrase "international peace 
and security" occurs not once, but 32 times in the 
Charter. 
Moreover, the phrase "international peace and 
security" under the UN Charter is to be understood as 
meaning by "peace" the whole positive states of 
cooperation in every form of peaceful activity, political, 
economic, social or cultural and by "security" the not 
less essential though in a sense negative conditions of 
freedom from fear of aggression. It must, however, be 
understood from the outset that the security of the 
individual members of the United Nations will depend, not 
simply on the special arrangements which the Charter 
provides for dealing with possible or actual threats to 
the peace, but also and above all, on the maintenance and 
development of the organization as a whole. For example, 
the provisions for economic and social cooperation are 
based on the principle that conditions of stability and 
well being are necessary for peaceful relations among 
nations (Article 55 of the UN Charter). Article 1, para 
(4) of the Charter is in itself the best guarantee of 
5 
security for each of member. 
Specific provisions for maintaining peace are 
provided in two Chapters of the UN Charter... Chapter VI 
and VII. Chapter VI relates to "Pacific settlement of 
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disputes". Chapter VII specifies "Action with respect to 
threats to the peace, breaches of the peace and acts of 
aggression". 
Chapter VI visualises resolution of disputes 
through negotiation, enquiry, mediation, conciliation, 
arbitration, judicial settlement, resort to regional 
agencies or arrangements, or other peaceful means of "the 
disputants choice" (Article 33). It follows for Security 
Council investigation of such disputes (Article 34). 
Actions to be taken by the Security Council are mentioned 
in Article 36 by recommending "appropriate procedure or 
methods of adjustment". The Security Council can also make 
recommendations, if the parties to the dispute so 
request, "with a view to pacific settlement of the 
dispute" (Article 38).^ 
The most important sanctions provided by the 
Charter are considered to be the enforcement measures 
determined in Chapter VII of the Charter. The Charter lays 
particular stress on these measures in proclaiming in 
Article 1, paragraph 1 as the first purpose of the Uniteld 
Nations "to take effective collective measures for the 
prevention and removal of threats to the peace, and for 
the suppression of acts of aggression and other breaches 
of the peace". The "collective measures" referred to in 
Article 1, paragraph 1 are specified in Articles 41, 42 
o 
and 45 of the Charter. 
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There are two kinds of such measures not involving 
the use of armed force, and measures involving the use of 
armed force. Both are "enforcement measures" or 
"enforcement actions" as they are called in the Charter, 
although only the measures determined in Articles 42-47 
involve the use of "armed" force. The measures determined 
in Article 41 are especially: "complete or partial 
interruption of economic relations and of rail, sea, air, 
postal, telegraphic, radio and other means of 
communication, and the severance of diplomatic relations". 
The purpose of these measures is to give effect to the 
Security Council's decisions against a recalcitrant state. 
Hence, these measures too may be considered to be 
"enforcement measures" or "enforcement actions". In the 
discussions at the San Francisco Conference the measures 
under Chapter VII were frequently designated as 
9 
"sanctions" . 
Enforcement actions under ChapterVIInay be preceded 
by "provisional measures" stipulated under Article 40 of 
the Charter. The provisional measures may be characterized 
as "preventive"; for their purpose is to "prevent" an 
aggravation of situation. This does not mean that the 
enforcement action to be taken after the call to comply 
with provisional measures may not have a preventive 
character too. But the Charter differentiates the 
"provisional measures" from other measures, especially 
from the enforcement measures, by stipulating in Article 
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40 that "provisional measures shall be without prejudice 
to the rights, claims, or position of the parties 
concerned". No such provision is made with respect to the 
measures taken in accordance with Article 41, 42 and 45. 
This may indicate that these measures can effect a change 
, 10 in the legal situation of the parties concerned. 
(1) Definitional Aspects of Peace-keeping Operations : 
Before proceeding further it is necessary to 
outline some of the definitions used in Peace-keeping 
Operations (PKO). There is not complete consensus on 
terminology. However, from some of the areas highlighted 
by Secretary General Boutros Boutros Ghali in his report 
"An Agenda for Peace" and others, it is possible to agree 
. ^ . , . 11 on five ma3or terminologies. 
a- "Preventive Diplomacy" is action to prevent disputes 
from arising between parties, to prevent existing disputes 
from escalating into conflicts and to limit the spread of 
12 the latter when they occur. 
b- "Peace-Making* was described as action to bring hostile 
parties to agreement, including such traditional peace-
making activities as mediation and negotiation, and 
stronger concept of "peace enforcement". The section on 
peace-making also contained discussion of two issues 
normally considered under the rubric of 'Collective 
security', namely Sanctions and special economic problems' 
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and the Use of military force. These are both measures 
that could be taken under Article VII of the United 
Nations Charter to maintain or restore international peace 
13 
or act of aggression. 
C- Peace-keeping is presented as the deployment of UN or 
similar forces to bring stability to areas of tension, help 
implement agreements among parties to a disputes and 
contribute or settlements. The mandates of peace-keeping 
forces have been broadened in recent years, the report 
' 14 
indicated, as the UN has responded to new demands. 
The Boutros Boutros Ghali report also noted the 
deployment of UN Peace-keeping force has hitherto required 
the consent of all the main parties to a dispute. The 
basic conditions for the success of such operations. The 
Ghali report said, have remained unchanged over the years 
and include: a clear and practicable mandate; the 
cooperation of the parties in implementing that mandate; 
the continuing support of the Security Council; the 
readiness of member state to contribute the military, 
police and civilian personnel required; effective UN 
ccwimand at headquarters and in the field; and adequate 
financial and logic support. The report noted that 13 
peace-keeping mission had been established between 1945 
and 1987, and another 13 between then and 1992. More than 
half a million personnel have served in these operations; 
and over 800, from 43 countries, have died in the 
performance of their duties.^ 
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d'^  Peace-Enforcement / may be needed when peaceful means 
fail. It consists of action under Chapter VII of the 
Charter, including the use of armed force, to maintain or 
restore international peace and security in situations 
where the Security Council had determined the existence of 
a threat to the peace, breach of peace or act of 
aggression. This can include dealing with an inter-state 
conflict or with internal conflict to meet a humanitarian 
need or where state institutions have largely collapsed. 
e- Peace-Building is critical in the aftermath of 
conflict. It means identifying and supporting measures and 
structures which will solidify peace and build trust and 
17 
avoid a relapse into conflict. 
(2) The Dnited Nations and Peace-Keeping : 
When discussing the problem of the public image of 
the United Nations, it was noticed that by and large in 
the political field the United Nations is ineffective and 
does not have a success story to tell. The only exception 
to that is the area of peace-keeping because the peace-
keeping activities of the United Nations have proved 
themselves repeatedly to be of great value, if not in 
preventing an outbreak of hostilities at least in keeping 
the peace after a ceasefire has been agreed to and a 
18 demarcation line has been drawn. 
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The peace-keeping operation of the United Nations 
go back to the very early days of the Organization. The 
earliest experiment in peacekeeping was the United Nations 
Truce Supervisory Organization in the Middle East: in fact 
there was a Mixed Armistice Commission also at the same 
time. The Truce Supervisory Organization, established in 
May 1948/ was not a peace keeping force but a peacekeeping 
mission. The distinction between the two is that a peace-
keeping is made up of a commanding officer and handful 
officers who patrol and agreed frontier line. A military 
force will have its terms of reference specified in a 
decision of the General Assembly, as in the case of the 
United Nations Emergency Force set up after the Suez 
crisis in 1956, or more commonly by the Security Council, 
as is the case with all subsequent peacekeeping forces. A 
peacekeeping force is of course a much more expensive 
operation than a mission. The peacekeeping force 
established for of the Congo, for example, was the largest 
of its kind because of the nature of its mandate. But 
ordinarily the task of a peacekeeping force is to act as a 
buffer between two adversary forces and to prevent any 
shooting across an agreed line. Another peacekeeping 
mission which goes back to August 1949 is the United 
Nations Military Observer Group (UNMOGIP) between India 
and Pakistan. It is still in existence although 
increasingly the Government of India tends to take the 
position that there is no longer any need for this 
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particular observer group. But the observer group can be 
withdrawn only on the basis of a decision by the Security 
Council, Observer Missions police a cease fire line or 
demarcation line and report on infractions of the peace 
across this line. Their presence itself act as a deterrent 
to overt acts of aggression by either side and this has 
been proved by experience. They have thus served a useful 
19 purpose. 
Peace-keeping is one of the major ways in which the 
United Nations helps to maintain international peace and 
security. In the UN context, peace-keeping has been 
defined as the use of multinational forces, under UN 
command, to help contain and resolve conflict between 
hostile states, and sometimes between antagonistic forces 
within a single state. It is a technique pioneered by the 
UN the soldier as a catalyst for peace rather than as an 
20 instrument of war. 
Around the world, respect for the UN's peace-
keeping activities is growing. As the tensions of the cold 
war recede, the international community is turning 
increasingly to UN peace-keepers to help resolve regional 
crises. In 1988 and 1989 alone, there were five new 
operations. This doubled, in two years, the number of 
operations had been established during the previous 4 0 
years. In September 1988, the Norwegian Nobel Committee 
awarded the Peace Prize to the peace-keeping forces to 
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perforin an increasing variety of functions, which will 
require new combinations of defence police and civilian 
21 personnel. 
The development of a peace-keeping function is 
probably the most significant achievement of the United 
Nations in its attempt to maintain international peace and 
security. To the layman peace-keeping is a concrete 
manifestation of the United Nations, which offsets the 
common view that the Organization produce only rhetoric 
and ideologically motivated resolutions. To the political 
scientist peace-keeping probably represent the most 
concerted effort the international community makes in 
regulating conflict. Other peaceful mechanisms are 
22 generally unsuccessful, as explained by Wiesman.. 
The tension and stlruggle between the force 
for the maintenance of the status quo are 
constant and dynamic features of inter-
national system. This struggle is manifested 
in the frequent occurrence of ferocious and 
intractable conflict. By contrast, but by no 
means as persistent and powerful as the 
systematic prospensity to conflict, are the 
creation and ultilisation of international 
structures, instruments, and procedures for 
the containment and resolution of these 
conflicts by political means. The attempts to 
superimpose peaceful regulatory system upon 
the disordered world are extremely hazardous 
and difficult. The national political 
propensities to make war are far more powerful 
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than the international process of make peace. 
Nonetheless, the will, determination and 
imagination of peoples and states persist in 
the quest to make order out of chaos and 
prescribe peaceful measures for progressive 
23 
social change. 
Meanwhile, the methods and machinery for preventing 
or controlling conflicts have taken many forms peace-
keeping forces, observer missions, fact-finding mission, 
supervision of plebiscites, missions of good offices, 
conciliation panels mediator and special representatives. 
Overall, the United Nations has provided forum for debate 
and negotiation and a channel for quit diplomacy as it 
steadily develops its capacity as a peace-making and 
. .^ 24 peace-keepxng organization. 
United Nations peace-keeping operations have been 
conceived as instruments of conflict control. Each 
operation has been established with a specific mandate. 
The U.N. has used these operations in various conflicts 
with the consent of the parties involved, to maintain 
peaceful conditions, without prejudice to the position or 
claims of parties, in order to facilitate the search for 
political settlements through peaceful means such as 
mediation and the good office of the Secretary-General. 
United Nation peace-keeping operations fall into two 
25 categories: Peace-keeping force and observer mission. 
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So, here I want to explain first Observer Mission 
and after the Peace Keeping Operations. 
(3) United Nations Observation Teams : 
Military Observer mission are composed of 
contingents of lightly armed troops, made available by 
member states. These forces assist in preventing the 
recurrence by member states. These forces maintaining 
peace and promoting a return to normal conditions. To a 
necessary to undertake negotiations persuation, 
observation and fact finding. They run patrols and 
interpose physically between the opposing parties. Peace-
keeping forces are permitted to use their weapons only in 
self defence. 
The first peace-keeping operation established by 
the United Nations Observer in Indonesia in 1947. Other, 
observer mission set up according to the same principles 
as UN Observers in Indonesia were: the U.N. Sub-Commission 
on the Balkans <UNSCOB), 1947-54, UN Truce Supervision 
Organization in Palestine UNTSO, June 1948, UN Military 
Observer Group in India and Pakistan, UNMOGIP, 1949, UN 
Observer Group in Lebanon UNOGIL 1958, UN Observers and 
Security Force in West Iran UNSF - 1962-63, UN Yemen 
Observation Mission UNYOM - 1963-64, UN India-Pakistan 
Observation Mission UNIPOM - 1965-66, UN Good Offices 
Mission in Afghanistan UNGOMA 1988 - present, UN Iran-Iraq 
Military Observer Group UNIIMOG 1988 - Present, UN Angola 
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Verification Mission UNAVEM - 1989 - present, UN Observer 
Group in Central America UNUCA 1989 - Present time, UN 
Iraq-Kuwait Observation Mission (UNIKOM), April 1991 -
Present time, Un Observation Mission in EL Salvador 
ONUSAL, July 1991, UN Mission for the Referendum in Western 
Sahara (MINURSO), 1991, UN Observer Mission Uganda-Rwanda 
(UNOMUR) June 1993, UN Observer Mission in Georgia 
(UNOMIG) August 1993, UN Observer Mission in Liberia 
(UNOMIL) September 1993, UN AOUZOU Strip Observer Group 
(UNASOG) May 1994, UN Mission of Observer in Tajikistan 
(UNMOT) December 1994. 
These are the Observer mission which was conducted 
by United Nations. But here I want to mention only 
important observer mission, one by one. 
a) United Nations Observers in Indonesia (1947-50) 
In July 1947, fighting broke out in Indonesia 
between Republic of Indonesia and Netherlands. Indonesia 
has been a Dutch colony before Japan occupied it during 
the Second World War. The Dutch wanted to regain control 
after the war, but the Indonesian demanded independence. 
The Indonesia question was first brought before the 
Security Council by the Ukrain on 21 January 1946. It was 
alleged that the situation which had arisen in Indonesia 
after the second world war constituted a threat to the 
maintenance of international peace and security. After a 
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long discussion proposals to establish a commission of 
26 inquiry failed of adoption. 
In July 1947, the government of Australia brought 
to the attention of the Security Council the hostilities 
in the progress in Java and Sumatra between armed forces 
of the Netherlands and the Reublic of Indonesia and urged 
that immediate action be taken. At the same time the 
government of India also called the attention of the 
Security Council to the situation in Indonesia. Then on 1 
August 1947, the Security Council passed a resolution 27 
and calling upon the parties to cease hostilities 
forthwith, to settle their disputes by arbitration or 
other peaceful means, and to keep the council informed of 
the progress of the settlement. Later the same month, the 
Security Council passed two additional resolutions, one 
requesting the members having career consults in Batavia 
to instruct them to prepare a joint report on observance 
of the cease-fire order and the conditions in areas under 
military occupation. The other resolution establish a 
27 Committee of Good Offices. 
The same resolution also established a Consular 
Ccxnmission to attempt peace-making. The Consular 
Commission itself interpreted the functions of the 
miliatrary observers, namely, 'to observe any possible 
violations of the ceasefire, to investigate, where 
possible, allegations of violations of cease-fire orders; 
and to gather any other data that might be of value to the 
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Commission and to the Security Council'. These functions 
remained basically the same with the creation of the Good 
Offices Committee which became the United Nations 
Commission on Indonesia, although instead of observation 
of temporary cease-fire times, the team was given the task 
of observing the demilitarized zone created under the 
28 Renvile Agreement. 
Although resolution 27 had references to Chapter 
VII deleted some members still believed that it contained 
a mandatory call under Article 40 of that Chapter. 
Resolution 30 was adopted to supplement resolution 27. 
Nevertheless, this does not mean that the observer force 
was in some way an enforcement measure. The Consular 
Commission's interpretation of its functions illustrated 
the essential limitation of the force to observation of a 
previously implemented cease-fire. The force was not 
authorized to prevent breaches of cease-fire. Indeed, both 
29 parties consented to its presence. 
Whether the provisional meausres called for were 
mandatory or not, they can still be derived from Article 
40. However, the provisional measure primarily consists of 
the call for a cease-fire, the creation of an observation 
team was ancillary to that. The observer team in Indonesia 
can be seen, therefore, as a non-enforcement measure 
ancillary to the provisional measures called for under 
Article 40 which may or may not have been mandatory 
67 
observation or peace-keeping often follow a call or demand 
for provisional measures, but they do not necessarily from 
part of them or take on an enforcement aspect if call or 
demand is mandatory. 
b) United Nations Truce Supervision Organization in 
Palestine (UNTSO) 1949 - Present 
The first peace keeping operation in the Middle 
East was the United Nation Truce Supervision Organization 
(UNTSO). UNTSO formation can be traced to May 1948, when 
the Truce Commission for Palestine, established and 
supervise a truce between Israel and Arab states in 
resolution 48. Resolution 54 made the Council's call for a 
truce mandatory under Articles 39 to 40 of the United 
Nations Charter and gave the Truce commission more powers 
to take any necessary steps to observers remained to 
supervise the Armistice Agreements between Israel and Arab 
neighbours which were for many years the basis of the 
uneasy Truce in the entire area. A unique feature of the 
UNTSO is that its activities are spread over territory 
within five states, and, therefore, its maintains 
relations with the five host countries (Egypt, Israel, 
Jordan, Lebanon, and Syria). It established its 
headquarters in Jeruselem. 
In the wars of 1956, 1967, 1973, the functions of 
the observers changed according to the changing 
circumstances, but they remained in the area, acting as 
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go-between for the hostile parties and as the means by 
which isolated incidents could be contained and prevented 
31 from escalating into major conflicts. 
Although UNTSO has been given specific task since/ 
either by the Secretary General or by the Security 
Council, its constitutional origins lie in Council 
resolution 48 and 54, and in the armistice agreements 
concluded by the parties after the first Arab-Israeli War. 
Although resolution 54 made the call for provisional 
measures under Article 40 as a mandatory decision, one 
must again distinguish between the mandatory cease-fire 
call and the procedures created by the Security Council -
the Truce Commission from which UNTSO evolved - which were 
ancillary to the cease-fire. The mandate of observation, 
the requirement for States to consent to UNTSO's presence, 
and the small size of the force (150 observers), 
illustrate that although the call was mandatory, UNTSO in 
no way represented any kind of enforcement action - it was 
an observation team created as an ancillary requirement to 
a mandatory call for provisional measures under Article 
40. The armistices agreements seemed to represent something 
more general observation function which it carries out to 
the present day. However, its relationship to provisional 
measures was still highlighted after the 1956, 1967 and 
1973 wars, when it again observed the various cease-fire 
concluded (under varying degrees of pressure from the 
United Nations) after those conflicts."'^  
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c) United Nations Military Observer Group in India and 
Pakistan (UMNOGIP) 1949 - Present 
The Kashmir issue, constituting a bone of 
contention between India and Pakistan ever since the two 
countries emerged as independent sovereign entities as a 
equal to the partition of the Indian subcontinent in 
August 1947, has been a touchstone for both countries to 
test the "friendly" or "hostile" attitude of other 
33 
countries toward either. 
Pakistan strongly opposed the accession of Kashmir 
to India and gradually units of the Pakistan army were 
sent to Kashmir to support the irregular forces of the 
Azad Kashmir administration. Thus, by beginning of 1948, 
the military operations in Kashmir took on the 
characteristics of an undeclared war between India and 
34 Pakistan. 
The conflict between India and Pakistan was brought 
before the Security Council by the representative of India 
in January 1948, largely on the basis that the situation 
in Kashmir threatened to endanger international peace and 
security. The Council heard the statements of the parties 
and, on 17 January 1948, passed a resolution calling upon 
them to take all measures within their power to improve 
the situation. The President of the Security Council 
conferred with representatives of the two governments in 
an attempt to find some common ground of agreement. The 
next step was the formation of a United Nations Commission 
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for India and Pakistan (UNCIP), which was to investigate 
the situation on the spot, keep the Security Council 
informed/ and exercise a mediatory influence. It was 
gradually recognized that the first objective was a 
cessation of the fighting and that the future status of 
Kashmir should be determined by a fair plebiscite. The 
difficulty was in getting the parties concerned to agree 
on the terms for ending hostilities and on the basis for 
35 
conducting the plebiscite. 
The work of the Commission (UNCIP) during 1948 was 
devoted to obtaining a cease-fire and truce agreement and 
to developing proposals for the organization of a 
plebiscite. A cease-fire order finally became effective on 
1 January 1949, exactly one year after the dispute was 
first referred to the Security Council. Unconditional 
acceptance of detailed truce proposals still was not 
obtained, and the efforts to reconcile the opposing points 
of view continued. In March, 1949, Admiral Chester Nimtiz 
was nominated as Plebiscite Administrator, but over a year 
later he was still waiting at Uniteld Nations Headquarters 
for negotiation of a truce agreement to be completed. 
United Nations Military Observer Group of India and 
Pakistan has functioned as an autonomous operation, 
UNMOGIP directed by the Chief Military Observer under the 
authority of the Secretary General of the United Nations. 
But unfortunately, the relations between both countries 
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became tense in early 1965, because both countries claims 
over the Rann and Kutch at the southern part of the 
international border. 
d) UN Observer Group in Lebanon (UNOGIL) 
Civil War broke out in Lebanon in May 1958. When 
Lebanese President Camille Chamoun (a Maronite Christian) 
wanted to seek an amendment to the Constitution that would 
enable his to re-election for a second term. The 
disturbances, which started in the predominantly Moslem 
city Tripoli/ soon spread to Beirut and the northern and 
north-eastern area near the Syrian border. 
The Lebanese Government complaint to the Security 
Council that U7^ (United Arab Republic) a union of Egypt 
and Syria from (1958 to 1961) intervene in the internal 
affairs of the Lebanon, the continuance which is likely to 
endanger the maintenance of international peace and 
security. It charged that OAR were supporting the 
rebellion Muslem by supplying huge quantities of arms and 
ammunitions to subversive elements in Lebanon. 
After that Security Council passed a resolution 128 
on 11 June 1958 and established a UNOGIL, (United Nations 
Observer Group in Lebanon) that it would able to prevent 
the supply of illegal arms and other material across the 
Lebanon borders. The number of military observer drawn 
from 21 Countries reached 100 by 16 June 1958. The 
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contributing countries were selected by UN Secretary 
General Dag Hammarskjold. 
Bi the starting period the observer group faced a 
lot of problem in approaching the eastern and northern 
frontier because these area was in the possession of 
opposition party. These area could only be pattrolled by 
aircraft. But the situation greatly improved when 
UNOGIL obtain full freedomof access to all section of the 
Lebanese frontier and received assurances of complete 
freedom to conduct ground patrols entier in the area of 
north Tirpoli and to establish permanent observation posts 
anywhere in the area. 
On 14 July 1958, the Lebananese President Chamoun 
requested United States intervention to protect Lebanon's 
political independence and territorial integrity. Then 
United States informed the Security Council that it forces 
were not involve in any kind of hostilities in Lebanon but 
they help the Lebanonese Government in its efforts to 
stabilize the situation, brought on by threats from 
outside. United Nations could take a necessary steps to 
protect the integrity and independence of Lebanon. 
The Security Council considered four draft 
resolutions on the matter but they failed to adopt any one 
of them due to the lack of unanimity among the five 
permanent members of the Security Council. When Security 
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Council failed to take any action, then on 7 August, the 
Security Council met again and decided to call an emerging 
special session of the General Assembly. However, by the 
time the General Assembly convened two events that had an 
important bearing on developments in the Middle East had 
occurred. A candidate who was acceptable to Moslem leaders 
was elected President of Lebanon. 
The new Iraqi revolutionary Government accepted its 
obligations under the UN Charter and was recognized by 
United States and United Kingdom. 
In November, the Minister of Foreign Affairs of 
Lebanon stated that cordial and close relations between 
Lebanon and the UAR had resumed their normal course, and 
the Lebanese Government requested the Security Council to 
37 delete the Lebanese complaint from its agenda. 
On 17 November 1958, UNOGIL recommended that the 
operation be withdrawn from Lebanon. Then the final 
withdrawal was completed on by 9 December 1958. 
e) United Nations India-Pakistan Observation Mission 
(DMIPOH) 1965-66 
Large scale violations of Karachi Agreement were 
reported by UNMCX3IP on 5 August 1965. Relations between 
India and Pakistan were strained, and new hostilities 
broke out between them in August 1965. UN felt the 
necessity for another observer force lay in the fact that 
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the conflict broke out on a much wider front than that 
covered by UNMOGIP. On 4 September 1965 the Security 
Council passed resolution 209 which demand a new 
cease-fire and withdrawal of all armed personnel to the 
position held before 5 August 1965, and both parties were 
called on to cooperate with UNMOGIP in its task of 
observing the cease-fire. Unfortunately, fighting 
continued, then on 6 September 1965 Security Council 
passed another resolution 210, and demanded again 
cease-fire, which also contained a request to the 
Secretary general to strengthen UNMOGIP. Security Council 
adopted another resolution 211 which gave a specific time 
for the cease-fire and asked the Secretary General to 
provide the necessary assistance to ensure the supervision 
of the cease-fire and withdrawal of all armed personnel. 
When the hostilities extended beyond the Kashmir 
cease-fire line, then Secretary General of the United 
Nations decided to set up an administrative adjunct of 
UNMOGIP. The UNIPOM as a temporary measure for the sole 
purpose of supervising the cease-fire along the India and 
Pakistan border outside of Jammu and Kashmir. The main 
function of the UNIPOM was to observe and report on 
breaches of the cease-fire called by the Security Council. 
In case of breaches, the observers try to persuade the 
local commanders to restore the cease-fire, but they had 
no authority to order a cessation of firing. 
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In January 1966, the then Indian Prime Minister Lai 
Bahadur Shastri and Pakistani President Ayub Khan met in 
Tashkent (Soviet Union) at the invitation of the Chairman 
of the Council of Minister of the Soviet Union. In 
Tashkent both leaders announced agreement that the 
withdrawal of all armed personnel of both sides to the 
positions held prior to 5 August 1965 should be completed 
by 25 February 1966, and both sides should observe the 
cease-fire terms on the ceasefire line. In February 1966, 
the Secretary General reported that the withdrawal of the 
troops by India and Pakistan had been completed on 
schedule as planned, UNIPOM was terminated and the 
observer strength of UNMOGIP was reduced to half. 
£) UN Iran-Iraq Military Observer Group (UNIIMOG) 1988 
Present 
The Iraq-Iran war during its entire eight year 
course represented an almost insurmountable challenge to 
the United Nations' conflict resolution capability.The 
Security Council, the primary organ of the United Nations 
charged with the responsibility of maintaining 
international peace and security during much of that 
period found it difficult to overcome procedural and 
institutional weaknesses to appreciate fully the Charter 
based requirements for a consensual, multi-lateral 
approach to conflict resolution. An effective response to 
the challenge, however, came from the Secretary General. 
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Realising that the very nature of the conflict between 
Iraq and Iran called for the use of quiet diplomacy for 
which his officer was best suited, he was also mindful of 
the fact that the benefits occurring therefrom were 
contingent on an effective and major participation of the 
38 Security Council in an integrated peace making process. 
On 20 July 1987 the Security Council unanimously 
passed Resolution No. 598 regarding Iran-Iraq war. 
Demanding that as a first step to negotiated settlement, 
both countries Iran-Iraq observe an immediate cease-fire 
and stop all kind of military action land at sea and in 
the air and withdrew all forces to the internationally 
recognized boundaries as soon as possible without delay. 
Paragraph 2 of the resolution 598, which requested the 
Secretary General to 'dispatch a team of UN' observers to 
verify, confirm and supervise the cease-fire and 
withdrawl. 
In his report, the Secretary General referred to 
the mandate and then provided more detailed terms of 
reference, stating that UNIIMCX3 would: establish 
cease-fire lines in cooperation with the parties; monitor 
compliance with the cease-fire; investigate violations; 
prevent, through negotiation, a change in the status quo; 
and supervise withdrawal to internationally recognized 
boundaries. The Security Council approved the report and 
decided to establish UNIIMOG for an initial period of six 
months, a mandate which has been renewed. 
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The resolution was hailed by Council members 
variously as "historic"/ "evenhanded", and capable to send 
a clear signal to both the belligerents. It was pointed 
out that Articles 39 and 40 of Chapter VII were the 
Charter's most forceful provisions, that the Resolution 
was only the third in the life of the United Nations to 
exhaust all means envisaged in the Charter, and that for 
the first time ever, the Council was mandatory deciding a 
40 
cease-fire and withdrawal of troops. 
On 20 August 1988 a cease-fire was announced in 
the eight year long Iran-Iraq war in the context of the 
full implememtation of the Security Council Resolution 
No.598(1987) . The negotiation start betai^l^*-t^e i'^ it^ , 
government under the Secretary General's/iiB|,uspic^ N,pn 25 *^ 
August 1988. 'i^  /-^i J2U/ li 
g) UN Angola Verification Mission (UNAVEH) 1989-PirfeG(«i&t' 
UNAVEM was established by the Security Council in 
December 1988, at the request of the Governments of Angola 
and Cuba, having overseen the withdrawal of Cuban troops 
from Angola in May 1991 UNAVEM's presence in the country 
was extended in order to verify the implementation of the 
Peace Accords for Angola, initialled by the Angolan 
Government and the Uniao Nacional para La Independencia 
Total de Angola (UNITA). UNAVEM-II(which it then became) 
was responsible for verifying the monitoring of the 
cease-fire undertaken jointly by the Government and UNITA 
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and for monitoring the neutrality of the Angolan police 
force. In March 1992 the Security Council enlarged 
ONAVEM-n mandate to include the observation of the general 
elections which were held in September. In the event, 
UNAVEM I also assisted the national electoral commission 
in the registration of voters. Following the resumption of 
hostilities provoked by the disputed election results, the 
Secretary General's Special Representative was active in 
organizing new rounds of peace talks. Direct talks between 
the Angola Government and UNITA commenced in April 1993 
under the UN auspices but were adjourned after six weeks. 
UNAVEM-TII'B strength was subsequently reduced, although the 
UN Secretary General insisted that: the mission maintain a 
presence in the country to provide good offices and 
mediation. Peace talks recommenced in mid-November on the 
basis of a five point agenda that had been negotiated by 
the Secretary General's Special Representative and the 
three observer countries. During the course of 
negotiations, which were conducted amidst continuing 
military hostilities, a new mandate for the UN mission 
was agreed. The UN was to supervise and verify all 
military aspects of the peace agreement including the 
demobilization of UNITA forces and formation of a new army 
and police force, and was to monitor new presidential 
elections. Representatives of the government and UNITA 
initialled the peace agreement on 31 October 1994; the 
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agreement known as the Lusaka Protocol, was signed by 
41 
representatives of the two sides on 20 November. 
At 30 April 1994 UNAVEMII comprised 28 military and 
police personnel and an additional 50 observers. 
UNAVEMII's annual cost to the United Nations is 
42 
approximately US $ 25 m. 
h) United Nations Iraq-Kuwait Observation Mission (UNIKON) 
In paragraph 5 of Resolution 687 (1991), the 
Security Council established a demilitarized zone along 
the boundary between Iraq and Kuwait and requested the 
Secretary General to submit to the Council within three 
days, a plan for the immediate deployment of the United 
Nations Iraq-Kuwait Observer Mission (UNIKOM) following 
consultation with the governments of Iraq and Kuwait, then 
Secretary General Javier Perez D Cuellar submitted his 
plan for UNIKOM on 6 April. On 9 April, the Security 
Council approved the plan and decided to set up the UNIKOM 
43 for an initial period of six months. 
The purpose of the UNIKOM is to monitor the Khor 
Abdullah waterway between Iraq and Kuwait and a 
demilitarized zone extending 10 kilometers into Iraq and 5 
kilometers into Kuwait, based on borders establishment 
between Kuwait and Iraq under the 1963 agreement, to deter 
violation of the boundary through its presence in and 
survellance of demilitarized zone, and to observe any 
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hostile or potentially hostile action mounted from the 
territory of one state into the other. The UNIKOM 
comprises armed and unarmed military personnel. It is 
composed of a group of 300 military observers and an 
infantry contingent of approximately 600 soldiers and 
officers. In addition, the mission has an air unit with 
fixed-wing aircraft and light helicopters, a transport, 
and headquarters unit. The UNIKOM seeks to ensure that no 
military personnel and equipment are stationed within the 
demilitarized zone and that no military fortifications and 
installations are maintained in it. To this end, the 
mission was entrusted with the task of monitoring the 
44 
withdrawal of the armed forces from the zone. 
To enable the UNIKOM to effectively carry out its 
mandate, the governments of Iraq and Kuwait were requested 
to extend to the mission full freedom of movement, on land 
and through the air, across the border and throughout the 
demilitarized one. As an observation mission, the UNIKOM 
is not authorized to take physical action to prevent the 
entry of military personnel or equipment into the 
demilitarized zone. The mission can use force only in 
self-defence. The mission will not interfere in the normal 
civilian life of the area. The governments of Iraq and 
Kuwait were free to carry out all aspects of civilian 
administration in their respective parts of the 
demilitarized zone, including the maintenance of law and 
45 order. 
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i) United Nations Observer Mission in El Salvador(ONUSAL) 
Talks between the government and the Frente 
Farabundo Marti para la Liberacion (fMLIN) had take place several 
times since the beginnig of the war but were seen, as an 
attempt by successive governments to maintian 
international support While waging war on the leftist 
guerrillas. Within the Esquipulas frame works, a National 
Reconciliation commission (Commission Nacional de 
Reconciliacion, CNR) was set up in El Salvador and 
attempted to revive these talks without success. An FMLN 
offensive in November 1989 was followed by low profile 
talks initiated by the UN. 
In April 1990 the UN brokered the Geneva Agreement 
which defined the normative framework for future talks and 
for UN mediation. In May it helped to forge an agreement, 
which set the agenda and calendar for the negotiations 
while also affirming the central role of the UN in the 
verification of all future accords. Finally, in July 1990 
it brokered the Accord on Human Rights, the first 
substantive agreement in the peace process. The Accord 
specified the parties' obligations under international 
human rights law and promote an end to human rights 
violations from the date of its establishment onwards. 
These initial successes were aided by the military 
stalemate on the ground and by, continuing pressure on 
both sides by Columbia, Mexico, Spain and Venezuela, v^ich 
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had formed a group of 'Friends of the Secretary-General' 
to assist UN efforts. A shift of policy in Washington 
under the Bush Administration, brought about by 
Congressional pressure, the weakening and eventual 
collapse of the USSR and the resultant winding down of the 
cold war were crucial factors which facilitated these 
46 peacemaking breakthroughs. 
Shortly after signing the Accord on Human 
Right,the parties asked the UN to deploy a mission to 
assistits implementation. The FMLN insisted that this be 
separated from ONUCA and be directed by a civilian. After 
another FMLN offensive and pressure from other parties, a 
second substantive agreement was offensive and pressure 
from otherparties, a second substsantive agreement was 
signed in April 1991 and Security Council Resolution 693 
of 20 May was passed, mandating the deployment of United 
Nations observer Mission in El Salvsdor (ONUSAL), the UN 
Observer Mission in El Salvador (Observadores de las 
Naciones Unidas en El Salvador) to verify the Accord on 
47 Human Rights. 
The Security Council increased the size of ONUSAL 
to 1,098 on 14 January. Military observers began arriving 
in El Salvador in time to oversee the initial separation 
of forces and their assembly in designated contonment 
areas. The peace agreement called for demobilization of 
the FMLN; for a smaller, "purified" army; and for a 
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complete restructuring of the Salvadoran security 
apparatus, including the creating of a National Civil 
Police that would relieve the armed forces of all 
48 
responsibility for internal security crucial reform. 
From the beginning of the year 1994, the attention 
of many Salvadoreans/ of ONUSAL and of others in the 
international oaniunity V*K> were involved in 20 March 1994. The 
significance of the elections stemmed from the fact that 
they included elections for the Presidency and the 
Legislative Assembly as well as for 262 mayoralties across 
the country. Moreover, these were the first elections in 
which the FMLN was participating openly and in which, 
thanks to reforms and monitoring by the international 
49 
community, large scale fraud would be difficult. 
In May 1994 the UN Security Council extended 
ONUSAL's mandate until 30 November 1994 to verify full 
implementation of the accord. In November the mission's 
mandate was extended for a final period until 30 April 
1995. 
j) United Nations Mission for the Referendum in Western 
Sahara (NINURSO)^^ 
Western Sahara, which was known as Spanish Sahara 
before Spanish withdrew in 1975, is on Africa's Atlantic 
coast sharing borders with Africa, Morocco and Manritania. 
Before withdrawing hurriedly, Spain promised independence 
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to territory. The Polisario Front spearheading the 
guerrilla struggle against Spanish rule was on the verge 
of a decisive victory when Spain, itself in turmoil then, 
signed the Madrid accrod which granted Morocco control 
over the productive area forming two thirds of the colony 
and Manritania over the remainder. The United States 
pressured Spain into the deal. Morocco was then, as it is 
now, a key ally of the West in Africa. Washington was 
worried about the leftist and Progressive credentials of 
the Polisario Front. Morocco was given the green signal to 
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send in its Army to occupy the former Spainish colony. 
The international community condemned this act of 
aggression by Morocco, and the Security Council passed a 
resolution deploring the invasion and calling for the 
withdrawal of the invading forces. The U.N. also 
reaffirmed its commitment to the "inalienable" right of 
the people of Spanish Sahara to self determination, and 
insisted on an end to the fighting and a referendum to 
decide the fate of the territory. 
In September 19 91 the Security Council passed 
Resolution number 960 and approved the establishment of 
MINURSO (United Nations Mission for the Referendum in 
Western Sahara) to monitor a cease-fire and referendum 
that would give Saharawis the choice of independence or 
amalgamation with Morocco. Task of mission to verify a 
cease-fire, to implement a programme of repatriation of 
85 
Western Sahara refugees and secure the release of all 
Western Sahara political prisoners so that they could 
exercise their vote along with their compatriots still 
living in the occupied areas of Western Sahara. The United 
Nations also specified that only those whose names figured 
in the last census taken by the Spanish in 1974 were 
eligible to vote. 
The referendum, originally envisaged for January 
1992, was however, postponed indefinitely. In 1992 and 
19 93 the Secretary General's special Representative 
organized negotiations between the Frente Popular para la 
Liberacion de Saguia el Hamra y Riode Oro (Frente 
Polisario) and the Moroccan Government, who were in 
serious disagreement regarding criteria for eligibility to 
vote in the referendum. In June 1993 the UN Secretary 
General proposed a compromise solution on voter 
eligibility, based on the results of the 1974 census. An 
identification commission was established in April 1993 to 
begin the process of voter registration. In November 1993 
preliminary application forms were distributed and 
registrations office were opened within the territory and 
in a few location outside the territory inhabited by 
e, ». . 5 2 Saharawis. 
In 1995, Secretary General Boutros Boutros Ghali, 
supported by Washington and Paris, announced that he 
favoured going ahead with the referendum dictated on 
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Morocan terms. The SADR has protested vehemently to the 
U.N. about the continuing charade and has warned that its 
patience is running out. Morocco believes that the SADR 
has now run out of its military option because of the ongoing 
turmoil in Algeria, a consistent backer of the SADR. But 
(SADR) Saharawi Arab Democratic Republic sources say that 
they are prepared to resume the armed struggle of Morocco 
continues with its stonewalling, encouraged by the West, 
especially the Clinton administration, the SADR's threat 
to reignite the war prompted the Security Council to 
retain MINURSO for another six months until the middle of 
this year. It is obvious that time is running out as the 
Moroccan monarch continues to pay lip service to the 
53 process while sticking to his pan-Moroccan dreams. 
k) United Nations Observer - Mission in Georgia (UNOMIG) 
United Nations Observer Mission in Georgia was 
established by the Security Council in August 1993, to 
verify compliance with a cease-fire agreement of 27 July 
1993, between the Georgian Government and the authorities 
in the breakaway Abkhazia region. The UN observer mission 
which appointed the United Nations first undertaking in 
the former USSR, was to consist of only 88 military 
Observer and small member of supporting staff in early 
October 1993, the Secretary General of the United Nations 
announced that a breakdown in the cease-fire agreement had 
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invalidated UNOMIG's mandate. He proposed, however to send 
the eight strong UNOMIG team in the city of Sukhumi for 
information purpose, later which had been captured by 
Abkhazian separatist force in the September 1993. In late 
December 1993 the Security Council of the United Nations 
authorized the deployment of additional military observers 
in response to the signing of memorandum of understanding 
by conflicting parties by earlier that month. 
In January 1994, the parties agreed to the 
presence of a full-scale peacekeeping force but resumed 
fighting, and continuing differences between the parties 
prevented its deployment. Negotiations continued involving 
the UN, the CSCE, the UN High Cc»nmissioner for Refugees 
(UNHCR) and the 'Friends of Georgia' (France, Germany, 
Russia, the UK and USA). In an Agreement on a Cease-fire 
and Separation of Forces, signed in Moscow on 14 May 1994, 
the parties agreed in principle that a CIS peacekeeping 
force would be deployed and appealed to the Security 
Council to expand UNOMIG's mandate to allow it to 
participate in the operation. In accordance with the Soch 
Agreement of 24 June 1994 a CIS (Commonwealth of 
Independent States) force of 3000 troops, mostly Russian, 
was deployed in July along the Inguri River to separate 
the warring parties. On 21 July the Security Council 
mandated an expanded UNOMIG (upto 136 military observers) 
to monitor and verify implementation of the 14 May 
agreement and to observe the operation of the CIS 
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peacekeepers. The most divisive issue preventing further 
out of AbKhjazia during the war. At the end of the Year 
progress was further jeopardized by Abkhaz threats to 
unilaterally create a 'sovereign Abkhaz entity'. 
1) United Nations Observer Mission in Liberia (UNOMIL) 
In September 1993, a Security Council resolution 
established United Nations Observer Mission in Liberia to 
facilitate the implementation of the Cotonou Peace 
Agreement/ which had been signed by the conflicting 
parties in July of that year. The mission was expected to 
work alongside force from the Economic Community of West 
African States Military Observer Group (ECOMOG) and thus 
constituted the first UN peace-keeping operation to be 
undertaken in cooperation with a Mission of another 
organization. A Joint Cease-fire Monitoring Committee, 
consisting of representatives from the United Nations' , 
ECOMOG and Liberian parties had been established to 
monitor and investigate cease-fire violations between 1 
August and the full deployment of UNOMIL and the 
reinforcement ECOMOG, which was considered to be essential 
for a lasting peace. Following the full deployment of both 
forces by early 1994, the committee was replaced by a 
Violations Committee, which was chaired by UNOMIL's chief 
55 
military observer. 
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In February 1994, negotiations between the 
conflicting parties started, and after that both parties 
agreed to establish a transitional authority to begin the 
diarmament process and conduct a general election. But in 
June 1994 the Security Council stated that a general 
election, which had been scheduled for early September, 
could not be conducted, until demobilization process had 
not been completed. In August 1994 a United Nation fact 
finding commission reported that only 3,500 of an 
estimated 60,000 combatants had been disarmed. Meanwhile 
the peace process was seriously to endanger because in 
September 1994, 43 members of UNOMIL were forcebly 
detained and UN properly was looted. Subsequently all 
UNOMIL military observers returned to the capital 
Monrovia. Again a UN mission was dispatched to Liberian in 
mid-November 1994 to assess the future roles of ECOMOG 
(Economic Community of West African States Military 
Observer Group) and UNOMIL United Nation Observer Mission 
in Liberia. 
m) United Nations Mission of Observers in Tajikistan 
(UNMOT) - December 1994 
United Nations Mission of Observers in Tajikistan 
was established by the Security Council resolution number 
968. A temporary cease-fire agreement was signed by the 
Government of Tajikistan and its opposition on 17 
September in Iranian capital Tehran. The agreement of 
possible only for a good offices mission by United Nations 
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Special Envoy Ramiro Piriz-Ballon, later the agreement 
established a temporary cease-fire along the border with 
Afghanistan and within Tajikistan unitl a referendum on a 
new constitution and presidential elections were held. 
After that Secretary General Boutros Boutros Ghali 
authorized the extension of a mandate of special envoy and 
other UN officials in Tajikistan by four months and the 
deployment of 15 observers from existing UN peace-keeping 
operations pending a decision by the Security Council to 
establish a new observer mission in the country. 
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CHAPTER - 4 
UNITED NATIONS AND PEACEKEEPING 
Observation, supervision, and enforcement are 
three possible stages of United Nations' military 
involvement in a conflict. The first two are peacekeeping 
functions - observation has already been discussed, but it 
must be remembered that there is often a thin line 
between observation and full peacekeeping, as evidenced by 
the mandate and functions of UN Security Force (UNSF) in 
West Irian. Similarly, there is a grey area between 
peacekeeping and enforcement action, highlighted by the 
actions of ONUC in Congo. 
For the purposes of this section, peacekeeping 
involves not only observation of the cease-fire, but also 
supervision, which on most occasions of inter-state 
conflict entails the creation of a buffer zone. Thus, a 
peacekeeping force acts as a buffer between the two 
belligerents - a function to large for, and requiring a 
different mandate than for, observation tesuns. Peace-
keeping evolved from observation so as to give the United 
Nations a more active role after the cessation of 
hostilities. 
United Nations Emergency Force was the first 
dramatically innovative venture into peacekeeping proper. 
It was created in 1956 by the General Assembly after a 
joint Anglo-French-Israel plan to oppose, inter alia, 
Egyptian nationalisation of the Suez Canal. Permanent 
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member involvement prevented the creation of such a force 
in the Security Council, so the question passed to the 
General Assembly where First United Nations Emergency 
Force in Sinai (UNEFI) was created with the substantial 
2 
aid of the Security Council. 
Peace-keeping forces are composed of contingents of 
lightly armed troops, made available by member states. 
These forces assist in preventing the recurrence of 
fighting, restoring and maintaining peace, and promoting a 
return to normal conditions. To this end, peace-keeping 
forces are authorized to undertake negotiations, 
persuasion, observation and fact finding. They run patrols 
and interpose physically between the opposing parties. 
peace-keeping forces are permitted to use their weapons 
3 
only in self defence. 
After observer missions come United Nations peace-
keeping operations. The first was the United Nations 
Emergency Force (UNEF), which was in operation on the 
Egypt-Israeli border from November 1956 until May 1967. 
The United Nations Force in the Congo (ONUC) was deployed 
in the Republic of the Congo from July 1960 until June 
1964. The United Nations Security Force in West Irian was 
in operation from September 1962 until April 1963, then 
comes United Nations Peacekeeping Force in Cyprus. 
(UNFICYP) from March 1964, Second United Nations Emergency 
Force in Sinai (UNEFII) functioned from October 1973 until 
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July 1979, United Nations Disengagement Observer Force 
(UNDOF) in Golan Heights in 1974, United Nations Interim 
Force in Lebanon (UNIFIL) from March 1978 to present time. 
United Nations Transition Assistance Group (UNTAG) from 
April 1989 to March 1990, United Nations Protections Force 
in Yugoslavia (UNPROFOR) from February 1992 to present 
time. United Nations Transition Authority in Cambodia from 
April 1992 to present time. United Nations Operation in 
Mozambique from (December 1992 to present time). United 
Nations Operation in Somalia tUNOSM-IIJ May 1993 to 
present. United Nations Mission in Haiti (UNMIH) from 1993 
to present. United Nations Assistance Mission for Rwanda 
(UNAMIR) from 1993 to present, United Nations Mission in 
Haiti (UNMIH) from 19 95 to present. 
These are the peace-keeping Operations which were 
conducted by United Nations, But I want to mention only 
important peace-keeping operations one by one. 
a) First United Nations Emergency Force in Sinai (UNBFI) 
(Hoventoer 1956-June 1967) 
Repeated violations of the UN-arranged truce 
between Israel and its Arab neighbours occurred almost 
from the day it was signed in 1948, in spite of the 
presence of the UN Truce Supervision Organization in 
Palestine, UNTSO set up in 1948. In 1995 and 1956, Arab 
Commandos (called fedayeen) repeatedly raided Israeli 
territory from bases in Egypt to which Israel retaliated. 
99 
This escalated the situation and set the stage for the 
Suez crisis of 1956, from which the UN Emergency Force 
emerged as a hurried innovation for the maintenance of 
world peace. 
United Nations peacekeeping had a glorious 
beginning in 1956 with the establishment of the First 
United Nations Emergency Force in the Middle East, which 
followed a joint invasion of Egypt by Israel, France, 
Britain the main factor in the crisis in the Middle East 
was the nationalization of Suez Canal Company by Egyptian 
President Gamal Abdel Nasser on 26 July 1956. This roused 
the antagonism of Britain and France, whose governments 
believed that their interests were severely hurt by this 
unilateral action by Egypt because most of the shares of 
Suez Canal were in their possession. It was the main 
reason that Britain, France and Israeli Governments held a 
series of meetings between October 14 and 24 in which a 
concerted "military operation" against Egypt was 
discussed. The three (Britain, France, Israel) held a last 
secret meeting at Sevres on 24 October. On 29 October 1956 
Israeli military forces across the Egyptian border had 
invaded Sinai and Gaza Strip - It was called "in self 
defence" - in the meaning of Article 51 of the UN Charter. 
Next day on 30 October 1956 the French and British 
Governments addressed a joint ultimatum to both Egypt and 
Israel calling on them to cease hostilities and demanded 
that within 12 hours all troops must withdraw 15 
100 
kilometres from the Suez Canal. In reality it was an 
attempt "to lay the foundation for their ovm intervention" 
to "protect the Canal". The ultimatum was accepted by 
Israel but on the other hand Egypt refused to accept this 
ultimatum. Then in retaliation the Anglo-French air 
operations against Egypt began and troops were landed at 
Port Said at the northern end of the Suez Canal. The US 
reaction was prompt, firm and vigorous. It demanded an 
urgent meeting of the United Nations Security Council. 
President Eisenhowever was quite explicit in his 
commitment of the US to the UN: "We established the United 
Nations to abolish aggression, and I am not going to be a 
party to aggression if it is humanly possible to avoid it 
or I can detect it before it occurs". However, the dies 
were cast. British and French aerial attacks of towns 
along the canal began early on October 31. The Security 
council was unable to act under the circumstances and the 
UN Secretary General Dag Hammarskjold, using the authority 
vested in his office by Articles 97 and 99, called an 
urgent meeting of the General Assembly according to the 
Uniting for Peace Resolution of November, 1950. A US draft 
resolution asking for immediate cease-fire and withdrawal 
of all forces behind armistice lines "was passed 
overwhelmingly" late on 2 November. Lester Pearson, the 
Canadian Foreign Minister, spoke about the necessity of a 
UN Police force to "separate the belligerents and to stop 
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the hostilities". The Pearson proposal was endorsed by the 
4 
US and "appeared to offer a very embarrassing situation". 
On 5 November, the General Assembly approved a 
proposal by Foreign Minister Lester Pearson of Canada to 
set up an international force to guarantee and supervise 
the cease-fire. The UN Secretary General was instructed to 
take the necessary measures to creat the force. After 24 
hours of consultation with his aides and representatives 
of member governments, Hammarskjold produced a seminal 
report, laying down the following principles for a 
peace-keeping force. 
(i) It would be temporary; 
(ii) Its function would be strictly neutral; 
(iii) It would not alter the military balance of power; it 
would maintain law and order; f^ upervise the truce 
patrol along the truce line, and supervise the 
observation of UN resolutions; 
(iv) It would comprise military units from UN members but 
the Great Powers would be excluded; 
(v) Its ccxnmander would be appointed by the United Nations 
and would be accountable to the General Assembly or 
the Security Council; 
(vi) Its withdrawal would require the consent of the 
conflicting parties. 
All recommendations submitted by the Secretary 
General Dag Hammarskjold were adopted by the General 
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Assembly including the creation of a United Nations 
Command for the United Nations Emergency Force (UNEF) to 
secure and supervise the cessation of hostilities on 7 
November 1956. 
In less than ten days the first United Nations 
Emergency Force units landed in Egypt. At its maximum, 
UNEF included some 6,000 men, dispatched to the area in 
national units of about 500 officers and soldiers. This 
was no international army in which soldiers of one 
nationality were commanded by Denmark, Finland, Norway, 
Sweden, Brazil, Coliimbia, India, Indonesia and Yugoslavia, 
who were chosen from among offers by 24 governments. Each 
of the contributors was considered more or less neutral in 
the Middle East conflict. 
United Nation Emergency Force operations proceeded 
in two distinct phases. The first - in the area of the 
Suez Canal - saw the relatively smooth formation of a 
buffer zone between the Anglo-French and Egyptian forces. 
As the European troops withdew in decmeber 1956. United 
Nations Emergency Force filled the vacuum and then 
restored the territory to Egyptian control. The second 
phase - in the Sinai peninsula - was more difficult. It 
required heavy political and diplomatic pressure, mainly 
from the United States, to overcome Israeli reluctance to 
leave. Finally, Israel evacuated the entire Sinai area and 
the Gaza Strip. UNEF soldiers manned the fortress of Sharm 
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el-Sheikh at the entrance of the Gulf of Aqaba, an access 
point for southern Israel. Elsewhere along the 273 
kilometre long border between Israel and Egypt, UNEF 
patrolled but solely on the Egyptian side of the line. 
b) DH Operation in Congo (ONDC) 1960-64 
The Republic of Congo (Leopoldville) (now the 
Republic of Zaire) a former Belgian colony achieved 
independence from Belgium on 30 July 1960. On 5 July 1960, 
a mutiny broke out in the national army and the violence 
and disorder led to a mass exodus of Belgian 
administrators and techinicians and a consequent breakdown 
of essential services and stoppage of important economic 
activities in many parts of the country. On 10 July, 
Belgium sent its troops to the Congo and stating that its 
aim was to protect and evacuate Europeans. But one thing 
is important here that the Belgian government sent its 
troops without any agreement of the Congo Government. 
On 12 July 1960, the President of Congo Joseph 
Kasavubu and Prime Minister Patrice Lumumba requested the 
Secretary General Dag Hammarskjold to send UN troops to 
protect the national territory of Congo and maintain 
peace. On 14 July 1960 the Security Council of the United 
Nation, adopted resolution 143, which demanded Belgium to 
withdraw its troops from the Congo, and decided to 
authorize the Secretary General to take necessary steps to 
provide military assistance, in consultation with the 
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Government of the Congo until Congolese national Security 
Forces could fully meet their responsibilities. 
Despite the creation of ONUC the situation 
deteriorated and on 11 July 1960 Tshombe, President of the 
Katangese provincial government declared Katanga's 
secession. Belgium troops remained despite resolution 143. 
Again on the Secretary General's initiative, the Security 
Council adopted resolution 145 on 22 July 1960. The 
resolution recognized the unity of the Congo and again 
called on the Belgians to withdraw, while authorising the 
Secretary General to take all necessary action to this 
effect. It also requested that all States refrain from 
interference which might undermine the territorial 
5 
integrity and political independence of the Congo. 
Belgium refused to withdraw from Katanga with the 
consequence that ONUG could not enter the province without 
using force - on event which the previous resolutions had 
not catered for. Under these circumstances the Council 
adopted resolution 146 on 9 August 1960. The resolution 
called on the government of Belgium to withdraw its troops 
from Katanga; declared that ONUC should enter Katanga; 
reaffirmed that ONUC will not be a party to or in any way 
influence the outcome of any internal conflict, 
constitutional or otherwise; and called upon members' to 
accept and carry out the decisions of the Security 
Council' in accordance with Articles 25 and 49. 
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Over the next four years, the United Nation was 
faced with the vast and complex task of helping the 
Congolese Government restore and maintain the country's 
political independence and territorial integrity; helping 
maintain law and order throughout the country; and putting 
into effect a wide and long-term programme of training and 
technical assistance. At its peak strength ONUC totalled 
20,000 officers and men with 2,000 experts in the largest 
single assistance programme organized by the United 
7 
Nations up to that time. 
Following the reconvening of Parliament in August 
1961 under United Nations auspices, the main problem was 
the attempted secession, led and financed by foreign 
elements of the province of Katanga. In December, 1962, 
the successionist force under the command of foreign 
mercenaries clashed with the United Nations Force. 
Secretary General Dag Hammarskjold lost his life on 17 
September 1961 in the crash of his aeroplane on his way to 
Ndola (in what is now Zambia) where talks were to be held 
for the cessation of hostilities. 
In February 1963, after Katanga had been 
reintegrated into national territory of the Congo, a 
phasing out of the Force was begun, aimed at its 
termination by the end of that year. At the request of the 
Congolese Government, however, the General Assembly 
authorized the stay of a reduced number of troops for a 
106 
further six months. The Force was completely withdrawn by 
30 June 1964. 
c) OH Security Force in West Irian (UNSF) 1962-63 
The Territory of West Irian had been controlled by 
Netherlands for 120 years. In 1949, when Indonesia became 
an independent) state from Dutch colonial rule. At that 
time/however, the fate of West Irian remained unsoloved. 
Though the negotiations between the two countries took 
place between 1947 and 1969, but unfortunately no 
settlement could be reached and the relations between 
Indonesia and Netherlands continued to deterioreate. Then 
in 1954 Indonesian government brought the matter before 
the United Nations and claiming that the territory of West 
New Guinea (West Irian) rightfully belonged to it and 
demanded that it should be free from Dutch colonial rule, 
but on the other hand the Governments of the Netherlands 
announced that West Irian were not part of the Indonesia. 
So it was the reason that Indonesian President Sukarno 
organized a number of raids to free West Irian, but all 
these were repulsed by Dutch army, then Netherlands 
charged that it was an act of aggression. 
After that negotiations held at United Nations 
Headquarters, and on 15 August 1962 an Agreement signed 
between Indonesia andi Netherlands. According with 
agreement of 15 August 1962 both countries agreed that the 
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territory should be transferred to the United Nations 
Temporary Executive Authority (UNTEA) from Netherlands, it 
was headed by a United Nations Administrator. Under his 
jurisdiction UNTEA have full control over it after 1 
October 1962. It was the responsibility of the 
administration to maintain law and order, and protect the 
rights of inhabitants. It was also decided that the 
territory was to be transferred to Indonesia soon after 1 
May 1963. The Agreement also provide a United Nations 
Security Force (UNSF) to assist the UNTEA. It would also 
provided that United Nations personnel would observe the 
implementations of cease-fire that was to become effective 
before UNTEA assumed authority. The United Nations was 
therefore entrusted with a dual cease-fire and ensuring 
the maintenance of law and order in addition to its 
administrative responsibilities as executive authority. 
Finally on 1 May 1963, in accordance with the 
Agreement of 15 August 1962, the United Nations 
Administrator transferred full administrative control to 
the administrative of the Indonesian Government. 
d) United Nations Peace-keeping in Cyprus ; 1964-Present 
In the spring of 1964 the Cyprus problem came to a 
head. Cyprus was a British colony in the Mediterranean 
just as Malta was. Malta became independent in 1960 it had 
a predominently Greek Cypriot population of 80% and a 
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Turkish minority population of 20%. But these communities 
occupied distinct zones in Cyprus and a look at the 
map will show that Cyprus is much closer to Turkey than it 
is to Greece. Turkish Cypriots occupied the Northern and 
Eastern part of the island, and the rest of the island 
was inhabited by the Greek Cypriots. There was constant 
tension between the two communities and it was to put a 
stop to this tension that the first United Nations Force 
in Cyprus called UNFICYP was sanctioned by the Security 
Council. That was in March 1964 for a period of three 
g 
months and it is still going strong. 
UN Resolution 186 was unanimously adopted by 
Security Council of the United Nations on 4 March 1964. 
The resolution 186 noted that the situation 'with regard 
to Cyprus is likely to threaten international peace and 
security, so it was the reason that council recommended 
for the establishment of United Nation Peace-keeping Force 
in Cyprus (UNFICYP) with a mandate to prevent the 
recurrence of fighting, help maintain law and order, and 
promote a return to normal conditions. Since 1964, the 
Council has periodically extended UNFICYP's mandate, 
usually for periods of six months at a time. 
This operaiton has been in existence for over 2 4 
years. During these long years there have been three or 
four major efforts to solve the basic problem between the 
two communities. For example, in 1964 itself the Secretary 
General appointed a distinguished former President of 
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Ecuador/ Senor Galo Palaza, as his personal representative 
Senor Galo palaza struggled with problem for a year and a 
half after which he submitted a report which led to no 
result. Then inter-communal talks between leaders of the 
two communities were organized at the request of the 
Security Council. They too got nowhere. Then the Security 
Council adopted a resolution by which the inter-cc»nmunal 
talks would be held, not just between two communities, but 
under the auspices of the Secretary General: this too got 
nowhere. The present Secretary General, in efforts to 
promote inter-communal harmony. Recently the Turkish area 
declared its independence and set up a separate Turkish 
states, which has been recognized only by Turkey. No other 
9 
government has recognized it. 
In November 1974, the General Assembly unanimously 
recommended that all states to respect the sovereignty, 
territorial integrity, independence of Cyprus. It also 
demanded immediately withdrawal of foreign interference. 
The Assembly said it was up to Greek cypriot and Turkish 
Cypriot communities to resolve their constitutional 
issues. 
In the meantime, the United Nation Peace-keeping 
Force controls a 180 km buffer zone, established between 
the cease-fire lines of the Turkish force and the Cyprus 
National Guard. The force also performs humanitarian 
functions, such as facilitating the supply of electricity 
and water end offering emergency medical services. 
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In September 19 92, the troop providing countries 
announced that they were going to reduce substantially 
number of troops in (UNFICYP) as a result of the lack of 
financing, as well as a more pressing need for military 
personnel in other peace-keeping operations. In June 1993 
the Security Council approved a resolution that cost of 
the UHFICYP not covered by voluntary contributions should 
be treated as expenses of the UN to be financed by 
assessed contribution from member states. 
At 30 April 1994, UNFICYP comprised 1,188 troops, 
35 police and 12 observers from nine countries. 
e) Second UN Emergency Force in the Middle East (DHEFll) 
1973-79 
The preceeding three conflicts had brought only 
ignominy on the Arabs; they come to be regarded as a 
spent-up force: nobody would take them seriously. The then 
Egyptian president Col. Nasser must have regarded the 
happenings of 1967 as a personal affront and probably his 
end was hastened by the unfortunate events. Anwar Sadat 
who succeeded Col. Nasser as President of Egypt adopted a 
more pragmatic policy, and the realizing that their defeat 
in 1967 was mainly due to the lack of concerted action on 
the part of the Arabs. First, it was the reason that he 
patched up differences with the fellow Arabs so that they 
could all fight for a common cause. Secondly, he initiated 
a series of reforms to - modernize the army and acquired 
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latest weapons from the former USSR. He, expelling all 
Russian experts in August 1972. Meanwhile, he continued 
his assurance to his people that the occupied areas would 
soon be liberated. The major cause of fourth conflict was 
the exasperation of the Arabs at the intransigent Israeli 
attitude. All their efforts to get the occupied areas 
peacefully failed. The latter even talked of her newly 
acquired gains as most vital for long term security and 
refused to barter them away. 
Ultimately, on 6 October 1973, when the Jews were 
busy observing one of their ritual connected with Yom 
Kippur, the Arab armies in a well coordinated effort 
attacked Israel. For the first time the Arabs seemed to be 
fighting well; they crossed the Suez Canal and penetrated 
a number of miles deep into the Sinai. 
The heaviest fighting of the war took place in the 
Sinai desert and the Golan heights. It was the biggest 
outbreak of fighting in the Middle East since the six-day 
war. Thousands of Egyptian soldiers plungeld across the 
Suez Canal and advanced into the Israeli occupied Sinai 
Peninsula. On the other hand the Syrian armour swept 
across the Golan heights and overran an Israeli outpost. 
Although the two-front war mainly involved Egypt and 
Syria, it quickly became a conflict involving the Arabs 
and Israelis. Morocco sent a small detachment. Kuwait also 
deployed a small unit on the Suez, Saudi Arabia sent 1,000 
troops. Tunisia despatched a crack regiment. "Conquer or 
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die"/ President Bourguiba told these troops. Iraq moved 
about 18,000 troops and 100 tank to join Syrian front. 
Jordan troops were sent to join the Syrian forces in their 
battle to halt Israeli advance towards Damascus. The Arabs 
were jubilant; they had scored a major propaganda victory; 
the honour lost in 1967 was partially rehabilitated. 
Israel retaliated and taking advantage of one of 
the weak points of the Egyptian troops, pushed her tank 
force to the other side of Suez Canal and cut off the 
Egyptian Third Army's communication line with its base. 
The Israeli threatened to move towards Egyptian capital 
Cairo. On the other hand Syrian front also the Israelis 
forces managed to occupy the strategically important Golan 
Heights. Thus, Israel succeeded in making good the lose 
due to the initiative taken by Arabs. 
In view of the grave situation the Security Council 
called an emergency meeting on 8 October 1973, but 
unfortunately it was unable to take any steps for 
seventeen days, indeed it did not meet between 13 and 21 
October 1973. On 22 October Security Council meet and 
passed a resolution, asking both parties to cease all 
firing within 12 hours of the adoption of the resolution. 
It also called on them to implement the Security Council 
Resolution 242 of 1967. However, neither of the two 
parties gave effect to the resolution. As a result, the 
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day to impose cease-fire. Ultimately both parties agreed 
for a cease-fire although frequently violations of the 
same continued for some time. To ensure that the peace of 
the area was not disturbed, Kurt Waldheim the then UN 
Secretary General suggested a plan for the stationing of 
emergency force in West Asia, which was accepted by the 
Security Council. 
A formal agreement between the two parties was 
reached on 11 November 1973 mainly due to the ceaseless 
efforts of Henry Kissinger, the US Secretary state. As a 
result of this agreement both Egypt and Israel agreed to 
scrupulously observe the cease-fire called by the UN 
Security Council. They agreed to initiatle discussions for 
return to 22 October positions within the framework of an 
agreement on disengagement and separation of forces under 
the auspices of United Nations. It was to be ensured that 
the town of Suez received its daily supplies of food, 
water, medicine etc. and the wounded civilians were 
vacated. The Israeli check-points on the Cairo-Suez road 
would be replace by United Nations check-points. However, 
the Israeli officers were to be allowed to participated 
with the UN in supervision of these check-points to ensure 
that Cargo on the bank of the Canal was a non-military 
nature. As soon as the UN check-points were established on 
the road, there would be an exchange of all prisoners of 
war including the wounded. 
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In September 1975 Egypt and Israel reached on 
interim agreement on Sinai which was valid for three 
years. Under this agreement Israel agreed to withdraw from 
the Abu Qudies Oil-fields on the condition that USA would 
compensate her for the loss of the oil. Israel was to 
withdraw from the eastern end of the Giddi and Mitla 
passes and the same were to be placed under the control of 
U.N. forces. To keep a watch on the movements of the 
Egyptian troops an Alert system was to be set up which was 
to be manned and operated by the American technicians. The 
two parties also agreed not to link the agreement with the 
new partial Israeli withdrawal from the Golan Heights. 
f) Dnited Nations Disengagement Observer Force (UHDOF) 
June 1974 - Present 
At the end of the October 1973 war, the second 
United Nations Emergency Force was deployed along the 
Egyptian Front. No new peace-keeping force was established 
on the Syrian front in the Golan Heights where fighting 
subsided following the call by the Security Council for a 
cease-fire. By that time, Israeli forces had crossed the 
1967 cease-fire lines and occupied a silent up to and 
including the village of Saassa on the Quneitra - Damascus 
road. United Nations military observers set up temporary 
observation post around the salient and, with these 
changes, the cease-fire observation operation in the 
Israel-Syria sector was resumed. 
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Against this background/ the United States 
Secretary of State undertook a mediation mission which 
resulted in an agreement for disengagement between Israeli 
and Syrian Forces. On 30 May 1974, the Secretary General 
transmitted to the Security Council the text of the 
agreement as well as the protocol to the agreement dealing 
with the establishment of the United Nations Disengagement 
Observer Force (UNDOF). 
On 31 May 1974, the Security Council passed 
Resolution 350, and approved the establishment of United 
Nations Disengagement Observer Force (UNDOF). 
The Council approved the Secretary General's report 
which interpreted UNDOF's functions as the supervision of 
disengagement and the observation of cease-fire lines. The 
general principles governing UNDOF would be the same as 
UNEFII.^^ 
UNDOF's constitutional origin is basically the same 
as UNEF's - the supervision, with the consent of the 
parties, of provisional measures adopted under Article 40 
of the Charter by the Council, in this case embodied in an 
13 
agreement between the parties. 
g) United Nations Interim Force in Lebanon (ONIFIL) 1978 -
Present 
On 11 March 1978 Palestinian commandos attacked 
Israel near Tel Aviv. in retaliation Israeli forces invaded 
southern Lebanon on the night of 14, 15 March 1978, and 
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within a few days Israeli forces occupied the entire south 
region of the Litani River except for the city of Tyre and 
its surrounding area. After that on 15 March, the Lebanese 
Government submitted strong protest to the Security 
Council of the United Nations against the Israeli 
invasion. It declared that it was not responsible for the 
presence of Palestinian bases in southern Lebanon and had 
no connection with the Palestinian commandos operation. It 
was the reason that on 19 March 1978 United Nations called 
an emergency meeting and passed a resolution 425 which 
expressed grave concern at the deterioration the situation 
and its consequence for international peace. It called on 
Israel to cease its military action and withdraw it forces 
from Lebanese territory. Resolution 425 also established 
United Nations Interim Force in Lebanon (UNIFIL) at the 
request of Labanese government to confirm the withdrawal 
of Israeli forces, to restore international peace and 
security and to help the Government of Lebanon in ensuring 
the establishment of its effective authority in southern 
Lebanon. 
On 6 April 1978, the Chief of Staff of Israel 
Defence Forces submitted a plan for an initial withdrawal 
of the Israeli forces. The area to be evacuated during two 
phases would cover about 110 square kilometres, about 
one-tenth of the total occupied territory. The Secretary 
General indicated that the Israeli plan was not 
satisfactory, since the council had called for the 
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wihdrawal of Israeli forces from the entire occupied 
territory. The plan, however, was accepted on the 
understanding that a further withdrawal would be agreed on 
at an early date. The proposed withdrawal took place as 
scheduled without incident. All positions evacuated by the 
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Israeli were handed over to UNIFIL troops. 
Following a third phase of the Israeli withdrawal, 
UNIFIL was faced with two major problems. First the 
Israeli Government was reluctant to relinguish the 
remaining area and United Nations efforts to achieve 
further withdrawal met with increasing resistance. Second, 
PLO armed elements not only continued to oppose UNIFIL 
deployment in the Tyre pocket but attempted to enter the 
area evacuated by Israeli forces on the ground that they 
had a legitimate right to do so under the terms of the 
Cairo agreement of 3 November 1969, concluded between 
Lebanon and PLO under the auspices of President Nasser of 
Egypt, dealing with the presence of Palestinians in 
Lebanon. 
Under pressure from the United Nations, the Israeli 
Government announced its decisions to withdraw its forces 
from the remaining occuied territory in Lebanon by 13 June 
1978. intensive discussions were then held between United 
Nations representatives and the Lebananese Government 
regarding the deployment of UNIFIL in the area to be 
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evacuated and, in particular, regarding its relationship 
with the militias under the command of Major Haddad. 
Pending full establishment of its authority in Southern 
Lebanon, the Lebanese Government announced that it 
provisionally recognized Major Haddad as defacto commander 
of the Lebanese forces in his present area. The Lebanese 
Army command would issue instructions to Major Haddad to 
facilitate UNIFlL's mission and deployment. 
United Nation Interim Force in lebanon UNIFIL has 
also extended humanitarian assistance to the population of 
the area, particularly since the second Israeli invasion 
of Lebanon in 1992. By mid-1993 UNIFIL had been unable to 
fulfil its mandate, with Israel continuing to occupy an 
area of southern Lebanon. In April 1992, however/ in 
accordance with its mandate, UNIFIL completed the transfer 
of part of its zone of operations to the control of the 
Lebanese army UNIFlL's monitoring activities are confined 
to manning of check-points and observation posts which are 
designed to deter hostilities. UNIFIL providles civilians 
with food, water, medical supplies, fuel and escorts to 
farmers. UNIFIL medical centres and mobile teams provide 
care to civilian patients.-"-^  
At 30 April 1994, the force comprised 1.035 troops 
from Austria, Canada, Finland and Poland, assisted by 
military observers of UNTSO's Observer Group Golan. 
Further UNTSO military observer help UNDOF in the 
119 
performance of its task as required. The annual cost to 
the United Nations of the operation is approximately US 
$ 35 million.•'•^  
h) United Nations Protection Force in Yngoslavia 
The United Nations became actively involved in the 
situation in Yugoslavia on 25 September 1991, when the 
Security Council, meeting at the ministerial level, 
unanimously adopted its Resolution 713 (on 25 September 
1991) expressing deep concern at the fighting in that 
country and called on all states to implement immediately 
a general and complete embargo on all deliveries of 
weapons and military equipments to Yugoslavia. 
By its resolution, the Council invited the 
Secretary General to offer his assistance, in cooperation 
with the Government of Yugoslavia and all those promoting 
peace efforts. On 8 October 1991, the Secretary General 
appointed Cyrus Vance, former United States Secretary of 
State, as his Personal Envoy to Yugoslavia. Since then the 
Secretary General and his Personal Envoy have maintained 
constant contact with all the parties in the Yugoslav 
conflict. 
The Security Council by its resolution 743 (1992) 
of 21 February 1992 adopted unanimously, established the 
United Nations Protection Force (UNPROFOR) for an initial 
period of 12 months "to create the conditions of peace and 
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security required for the negotiation of an overall 
settlement of Yugoslov crisis". This was the sixth 
resolution taken by the Security Council on the Yugoslav 
situation. The resolution demanded that all parties and 
others concerned take all the necessary measures to ensure 
the safety of personnel sent by the UN and EC Monitoring 
Mission. It also urged them to comply strictly with the 
cease-fire agreement signed at Geneva on 23 November 1991 
and at Sarajevo on 2 January, 1992 which had formed the 
basis for Secretary General's report recommending 
19 formation of UNPROFOR in Croatia. 
Under the Secretary General's 15 February 1992 
Report (S/23592) which led to the Council's creation of 
UNPROFOR, the Force would consist of nearly 13,340 
military 530 police and 519 civil Personnel at an 
estimated cost of $ 634 million for the first year (cost 
to be born by the Member States). The Force was to be 
deployed in ethnically mixed but Serb-dominated "Croatian" 
territories of Eastern and Western Slavania, Krajina, 
termed "UN Protected Areas" (UNPA). It was assigned to 
oversee maintenance of a cease-fire, the demilitarization 
of the conflict areas, and an easing of ethnic tensions by 
assuring equitable law enforcement in areas where armed 
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conflict raged. 
In his Report (S/23592) the Secretary General of 
the UN Boutros Ghali said that the complexities and 
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dangers of the Yugoslav situation required that a UN force 
succeed in consolidating the cease-fire and thus 
facilitate the negotiation of an overall political 
settlement. He had concluded that the danger that a UN 
peace-keeping operation would fail because of the parties' 
lack of cooperation was less grievious than the danger 
that delay in its despatch would lead to a breakdown of 
the cease-fire and to a new configuration in Yugoslavia. 
While there is merit in concluding that the presence of UN 
peace-keepers does make some material difference in 
holding or accelerating holding of a cease-fire, it was 
not unclear by then to political observers that the Serbs 
would go for cease-fire and accept peacekeepers only when 
their strategic purpose of liberating the Serb majority 
area in Croatia was achieved and the UN troops would be 
located along the conflict line between the two sides/ 
21 deep inside Croatia. 
i) United Nations Transition Authority in Cambodia 
On February 1992 the Security Council of the United 
Nations voted unanimously to authorize the establishment 
of a United Nations Transition Authority in Cambodia, and 
asked the Secretary General to start the deployment of the 
force "as soon as possible in the most efficient and 
cost-effective way". 
By its resolution, the Council approved the 
Secretary General's plan for the deployment of UNTAC and 
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his preliminary estimate of some $ 2 billion for the cost 
of the force for approximately 15 months. The Council said 
it was vital that elections be held in Combodia by May 
1993 at the latest and called on all the parties concerned 
to comply scrupulously with the Paris Agreements signed in 
October 1991. 
The first full military contingent of the UN 
Transition Authority in Combodia commanded by a Japanese/ 
Yasuch Akhashi, arrived in March 1992. The peace-keepers 
has not only to repatriate the refugees, demobilize and 
disarm the half million armed fighters of Cambodia's four 
factions but also to run the country until a nation-wide 
vote in early 1993 is held. It has been attempted for the 
first time in any country. In May the full 22,000 strong 
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peace-keeping force was placed in Cambodia. 
United Nations Transition Authority in Cambodia 
(UNTAC) is headed by the Special Representative of the 
Secretary General, Yashushi Akashi, a long time UN 
official and the first Japanese to head a UN peace-keeping 
mission UNTAC is comprises more than 22,000 United Nations 
personnel, including human rights, civil, administrative 
and military components as well as a police components of 
some 3,000 civilian police monitors operating throughout 
the territory. 
Akashi's arrival in Cambodia was punctuated by 
Khmer Rouge attacks on State of Cambodia (SOC) forces in 
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the north-central part of the country. Although the Khmer 
Rouge soon allowed UN forces into areas that they 
controlled, they refused to move their troops into UN 
contonment areas or to cooperate in preparations for 
nationwide elections set for May 1993. Unable to 
physically dislodge the Khmer Rouge, who were roundly 
suspected of hiding large amounts of arms for later use, 
the UN opted to work around them, hoping that, as normal 
conditions returned in the rest of the country Khmer Rouge 
Carlres and their families would vote with their feet and 
23 
slip away to UN-government territory. 
Only two months before the elections, violence on 
the part of government supporters against opposition 
politicians and the detention of UN peacekeepers (and 
killing of other UN officials) in Khmer Rouge held areas 
produced a crisis within UNTAC. Indeed, the violence and 
intimidation continued until the eve of the vote. However, 
outside pressure, UN perseverance, and the determination 
of the average Cambodian led to in the end to elections in 
which 89 percent of registered voters cast ballots. The 
royalist opposition party known as FUNCINPEC (the French 
acronym for United Front for an Independent, Neutral, 
peaceful and cooperative Cambodia), founded by Princes 
Sihanouk, won an unexpected 45 percent of the vote to the 
government party's 38 percent (Eighteen other parties 
shared the remaining 17 percent). The mixed results 
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produce a flurry of Sihanouk led coalition-building and 
astonished the Khmer Rouge, whose propaganda was predicted 
on a steam roller win by the State of Cambodia. After 
weighing the results for a time, they offered to join the 
process they had been threating if they were given some 
role in the new coalition government. As of mid-summer 
1983, their offer had been accepted; indeed, the new 
government appeared ready to take on the Khmer Rouge 
military as UNTAC prepared to fold its tents and go 
24 home. 
Cambodia was far from healed by mid-1993, but the 
peace accords gave the country a new start. Although their 
country remained poor and riddled with mines, many 
Cambodians were able to go home for the first time in a 
decade and they had the making of a government widely 
recognized as legitimate for the first time in two 
decades. For all of its troubles, UNTAC made that 
possible. 
j) United Nations Operation in Mozaabigue (ONUMOZ) 
December 1992 - Present 
United Nations Operation in Mozambique was 
established in December 1992 to oversee the General Peace 
Agreement that the Mozambique Government and the 
Resistencia Nacional Mocambicana (RENAMO) signed is to 
facilitate the impartial implementation of the agreement; 
125 
to monitor and verify the cease-fire, the separation and 
demobilization of forces and the disarmament process; to 
coordinate and monitor humanitarian operations, 
particularly for refugees and displaced persons to 
organize and monitor general elections, with were 
initially planned for October 1993 but were rescheduled in 
June 1993 to be held no later than October 1994. At the 
end of November 1993 ONUMOZ opened the first arms assembly 
areas to commence the process of demobilization. All 4 9 
areas were operational by February 1994. In November 1993 
the Security Council approved a resolution to establish a 
civilian police component of ONUMOZ with an authorized 
strength of 128 to monitor national police, activities, 
provide technical support, verify respect of civil rights 
and assist in electoral monitoring. In February 1994 the 
number of police observers was increased to 1,144. In mid 
August ONUMOZ, verified the disbandment of the Mozambican 
government army. As of 16 August 49,000 government troops 
and 16,000 RENAMO troops had been demobilized of overall 
strengths of 64,000 and 23,000 respectively. The 
elections, which were conducted according to the agreed 
scheduled at the end of October, were ruled to have been 
free and fair by the UN Secretary-General's Special 
Representative. In November having endorsed the election 
result, the Security Council extended ONUMOZ's mandate 
until the installation of the new Government,- which was to 
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take place no later than 15 December 1994. The operation's 
withdrawal was to be completed by 31 January 1995. 
k) Dnited nations Operations in Sonalia (ONOSOM) 
During the Cold War, Somalia was a valuable piece 
of strategic real estate to the superpowers. In the 1970s/ 
the port and air strip at Berbera in northern Somalia were 
used by Soviet Navy and, from 1978 to 1988 by the US Navy. 
Both countries brought the allegiance of Somalia's leader 
Mohammad Said Barre, with economic and military aid. By 
the time the Cold War was over, Somalia was awash in 
27 
weapons. 
Although Somalis share a single ethnic background, 
a single language, and a single religion (Sunni Islam), 
they are divided by clan, sub-clan and family. To keep 
himself in power for more than two decades, Said Barree 
recruited government officials from his own Mahrehan 
sub-clan, which represents just one per cent of Somalia's 
population, played other clans against on another, and 
28 
ruthlessly suppressed opposition. 
Separate clan-based resistance movements sprang up 
nonetheless in the central and southern regions, and by 
late 1990, fighters of the Hawiye-based United Somali 
Congress (USC) were closing in one the capital, Mogadishu, 
As the city collapsed into gunfire and looting, the 
expansive grounds of the American Embassy became a last 
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refuge for the 250 foreigners remaining in the city, 
including Soviet diplomates. The US mounted a brief rescue 
29 
operation that swept them all to safety. 
The downfall of President Said Barre in June 1991 
had resulted in a power struggle and internecine war 
amongst the numerous clans and sub-clans of Somalia. The 
ferocity of the protracted civil war resulted in total 
collapse of the Government/ the administration and the 
economy. Out of a population of 8 million, 50,000 had died 
and 1 million had been rendered homeless - the country was 
void of a government or society. The political chaos, 
deteriorating security situation, widespread banditry and 
looting severely constrained delivery of supplies and 
medical aid by international Non Governmental Organization 
(NGOs) resulting in death, femine and refugee problems. 
Further, the conflict threatened to spill over into 
neighbouring states affecting the stability in the Horn of 
«* • 30 Africa. 
On 2 4 April 1992 the Security Council of the United 
Nations called an emergency session of the Security 
Council and passed a Resolution 751 and decided to 
establish United Nations Operations in Somalia (UNOSOM), 
following the signature of 'letters of agreement by the 
leaders of the two principal warring factions in Somalia. 
UNOSOMI was to be responsible for the monitoring for a 
cease-fire for promoting a political settlement and for 
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the distribution of humanitarian assistance. Security 
Council also approved deployment of 50 unarmed military 
observers to Mogadishu to mind food shipments. In early 
July 1992, 50 unarmed military observers were despatched 
and in mid-September the first contingent reached Somalia 
of the 500 Security personnel who were to guard food 
supplies arriving at the port and airport in the Somalian 
capital Mogadishu and escort them to warhouses in the 
capital. As the security situation in southern Somalia 
continued to deteriorate, relief ships approaching 
Mogadishu harbour were shelled and little relief was 
reaching to refugees. So it was the reason that in early 
December the Security Council authorized UN member states 
to take all necessary steps,to create a secure environment 
for the provision of humanitarian relief in Somalia. 
On 3 December 1992 Security Council passed another 
Resolution 794, regarding Somalia, which authorized the 
United States to led coalition force Unified Task Force 
(UNITAF). This gave UN endorsement to a proposal from the 
USA to despatch a force of some 28,000 men,to preventing 
the warring Somalia factions from stealing most of the 
food aid intended for starving civilians. In short, order, 
some 34 other countries were ready to send their tropps to 
Somalia under United States command. These countries were 
Belgium, Saudi Arabia, Italy, Canada, France etc. On 9 
December 1992 first contingents of US Marines reached in 
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Somalian capital Mogadishu, followed closely by French 
Liegionnares, units of US Army's 10th Mountain division, 
and other forces and these multinational forces were known 
as Unified Task Force (UNITAF). In March 1993 the 
Secretary General of the United Nations reported that 
UNITAF had deployed some 37,000 troops in central and 
southern Somalia, so these force had improved the 
security situation and secured food delivery and 
distribution throughout southern Somalia. 
In March 1993 the Security Council approved the 
inauguration of the Second part of the UN mission United 
Nation Operation in Somalia-II (UNOSOM-II) which was to 
assume control of the operation from UNITAF. UNOSOM its 
mandate was to take appropriate action including 
enforcement measures, to restore peace, stability and law 
and order and to disarm combatants with the aim of 
establishing a secure environment for the provision of 
humanitarian assistance. The mandate also extended to 
aiding the country in rebuilding its economic, social and 
political structures and lending support for the creation 
of a democratic state. UNOSOM-II originally comprised 
28,000 military personnel and 2,800 Civilians. Also in 
March a conference on national reconciliation convened 
under UN auspices in Addis Ababa, Ethiopia was attended by 
representatives of the principal Somali political 
movements who concluded an agreement to end armed 
130 
conflict, to surrender their weapons to UNITAF and 
UNOSOM-II and to establish interim local and national 
31 political and administrative authorities. 
Full transfer of command to UNOSOM-II occurred in early 
May 1993, but was shortly followed by a sharp escalation 
in violence instigated by factions that had refused to 
comply with UNOSOM-II's efforts to disarm them, in 
particular the Somali National Alliance (SNA) led by 
General Mohammad Farhan Aidid. In June 19 93, following the 
deaths of 25 UNOSOM-II soldiers, UNOSOM-II forces 
undertook ground and air attacks against Somali National 
Alliance (SNA) installations in south Mogadishu. The UN 
Secretary General's Special Representative ordered the 
arrest of General Aidid, but this was not achieved. In 
October 1993, a number of US troops were killed in a 
further attempt to capture SNA members. By the end of the 
year some 80 UNOSOM-II personnels, together with hundreds 
of Somalis, had lost their lives as a result of 
UNOSOM-II's efforts to enforce disarmament. In November 
1993 the United Nations Secretary General reported that 
UNOSOM-II had some success in reducing famine, 
rehabilitating medical and educational facilities and 
agriculture production, repatriating refugees and 
establishing district and regional councils (in accordance 
with Addis Ababa agreement of March 1993) . However, there 
was still no national government and no national security 
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forces or judicial system. He declared that comprehensive 
disarmament was essential for further progress to be 
. 32 
made. 
In December 1993 both countries Belgium and France 
withdrew their troops to UNOSOM-II from Somalia, while the 
United States and most of its Western allies did so by 
March 1994, because of the disasterous events of 1993, 
leaving a slightly smaller force provided mostly by 
developing states, mainly Egypt, India, Malaysia, Pakistan 
and Zimbawbe. In February 1994, the Security Council 
approved the continuation of UNOSOM-II. in March 1994 the 
report of an international Commission of inquiry 
criticized the UNOSOM-II peace-keeping tacties and 
announced that UNOSOM had tried to impose a political 
settlement that was not accepteld by all Somali factions. 
During 1994 factional conflict continued in 
Somalia. On 4 November 1994 the security council announced 
to withdraw UNOSOM-II troops from Somalia. 
1) United Nations Mission in Haiti (DNMIH) May 1993 
The Security Council of United Nations passed a 
Resolution for the establishment of the United Nations 
Mission in Haiti in September 1993. It also approved the 
deployment of UNMIH with a mandate to maintain peace and 
respect for human rights during the transition of power 
from military junta to ousted President Jean Bertrand 
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Aristide/ in accordance with an agreement reached by both 
sides at Governor's Island, USA, in July of that year. 
Under an initial six months mandate, the mission 
was to consist of 567 UN police monitors and a 700 strong 
military construction unit. In mid-October 1993, 220 UNMIH 
troops were prevented from landing in Haiti, owing to 
local disturbances. This promoted the departure of some 
100 members of UNMIH's advance party and other 
international staff as well as the reimposition of 
sanctions against the country by the Security Council. The 
transition of power, which was to have been concluded by 
30 October under the terms of the peace agreement was not 
achieved. In December the Security Council resolved not to 
curtail UNMIH's despite the military junta's obstruction 
of its deployment; the mandate was extended, in March 
1994, until 30 June 1994 in order to ensure rapid 
mobilization of the mission under appropriate 
circumstances. In May a comprehensive trade embargo 
against Haiti came into effect, extending that on fuel and 
weapons, in order to increase pressure on the military 
leadership to comply with the terms of the Governor's 
Island Agreement. Despite economic and diplomatic 
pressure, the situation in Haiti continued to 
deteriorate. In July the International Civilian Mission 
(MICIVIH) comprising Human Rights monitors of the UN and 
the Organization of American States, was expelled from the 
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country. In July the Security Council approved Resolution 
940, authorizing a multinational force, under US command, 
to ensure responsibility for ensuring the removal of 
Haiti's military leadership. Negotiations between US 
representatives and Haitian military leaders concluded 
with the agreement of the latter to retire from power by 
15 October. This agreement was assured by the arrival of 
the multinational force in September. The commercial 
sanctions were immediately removed following President 
Aristide's return to the country on 15 October. In 
accordance with Resolution 940, the multinational troops 
were to be replaced by enlarged UN mission when a secure 
and safe environment had been established. UNMIH, which 
had an authorized strength of 6,000 personnel, was to 
maintain order, retain and reorganize Haiti's military and 
police forces and monitor national elections, scheduled 
for late 1995. In Late January 1995 the Security Council 
resolved that the UN mission was to be fully deployed by 
33 the end of March 1995. 
m) United Nations Assistance Mission to Rwanda (DNAMIR) 
The modern roots of the politically motivated 
ethnic violence which engulfed Rwanda in 1994 can be 
traced back to the country's political history as an 
independent nation. The Hutu Revolution of political and 
economic life, leading to Rwanda's independence in 1962 
from its most recent colonial master, Belgium. During the 
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following decades, Rwanda repeatedly witnessed programs 
and mass exoduces of Tutsi to neighbouring Burundi, 
Tanzania, Uganda and Zaire. The one-party regime of 
President Juvenal Habyarimana, established after a 
military coup in 1973, did not allow for the return of the 
refugees. In the 1980s, a group of them joined the rebel 
forces that brought Yoweri Museveni to power in Uganda. In 
1990, the militant refugees, calling themselves the Rwanda 
Patriotic Front (RPF), attacked northern Rwanda, meeting 
with resistance from government troops aided by Belgium, 
prohibited by its legislation from assisting countries at 
war, cut off its military aid, but France persisted. A 
cease-fire was concluded in 1992, and a frangile 
transitional government, drawn from the five most 
prominent parties to emerge from the President's move to 
political pluralism in 1990, was charged with negotiating 
34 peace with RPF. 
The Arusha Peace Agreement of 4 August 1993 was 
intended to end the civil war. Sponsored by the 
Organization of African Unity (OAU) and the government of 
Tanzania, the Peace Agreement called on the United Nations 
to play a major support role during a 2 2-month 
transitional period, beginning with the institution of a 
transitional government and multi-party national assembly 
and ending with national elections to be held by the end 
of 1995. To oversee the agreement, the UN Security Council 
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established the UN Assistance Mission for Rwanda (UNAMIR) 
on October 1993. It was given cominand over the UN Observer 
Mission Uganda-Rwanda (UNOMUR), set up in June to ensure 
that no military assistance reached Rwanda through 
35 Uganda. 
A traditional peace-keeping operation, UNAMIR was 
authorized to monitor observance of the cease-fire 
agreement, including contonment, demobilization and 
integration of the armed forces of the parties; to 
establish a weapons-secure area in the capital Kigali and 
to monitor the security situation until the elections; to 
assist in mine clearance the repatriation of Rwanda 
refugees and the coordination of humanitarian assistance; 
and to investigate incidents regarding the gendarmerie and 
police as well as alleged non-compliance with provisions 
of the peace agreement. The UN operation was to proceed in 
four phases, beginning with departure of foreign forces 
and the establishment of a secure area in Kigali. 
Preparations for the disengagement, demobilization and 
integration of the armed forces and gendarmerie were to be 
completed during the second phase, due to begin with the 
instalment of the board-based transitional government. At 
this time, UNAMIR was to reach its peak strength of 2548 
military personnel, which was to be gradually reduced 
before the elections. By December 1993 UNAMIR had 
completed the tasks set out for the first phase, including 
36 
safe passage to Kigali for 600 RPF troops. 
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On 5 April 1994 the Security Council extended 
UNAMIR's mandate by four months, subject to review of the 
implementation of the peace process. On the following day 
the President of Rwanda and Burundi were killed in an 
aircraft crash. The incident the start of widespread 
ethnic and political violence/ which left Rwanda without 
any form of government. Following the murder of 10 
soldiers serving under UNAMIR. The Belgium government 
decided to withdraw its troops (numbering more than 400) 
from the Mission. 
Consequently the Security Council resolved that 
UNAMIR be reduced to minimum strength of 270 military 
personnel, and act as an intermediary in order to secure a 
cease -fire. UNAMIR was also to assist with humanitarian 
operations. In mid May the Security Council responded to 
the continuing large scale killings and movements of 
populations by authorizing the expansion of UNAMIR to 
5/500 troops/ with an enlarge mandate to established 
secure humanitarian areas and to provide security for 
relief operations. The opposing parties met/ under UNAMIR 
auspices/ and agreed to cooperate on the treatment and 
exchange of displaced persons. In June the UN Secretary 
General criticized reinforced mission Security Council 
authorization was given to the temporary deployment of a 
multinational force/ under French command/ to secure 
humanitarian operations/ pending the mobilization of 
sufficient UN troops. The so-called 'Operation Turquoise' 
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established a temporary 'safe haven' for the displaced 
population in south-western Rwanda/ in agreement with FPR 
which had became the dominate force in the country. The 
French operation was concluded on 21 August in accordance 
with its original mandate, and control was transferred to 
37 UNAMIR, which by now numbered some 3,000 troops. 
The success of the UN mission, as UN Secretary 
General Boutros Boutros Ghali has emphasized repeatedly 
since its inception, was predicted on the assumption that 
there would be continued cooperation between the parties 
and with the UN in carrying out their commitments under 
the Arusha Agreement. Deep-rooted mistrust, delaying 
tactics of the transitional arrangements. In January only 
one of the intended institutions, the presidency, was in 
place. Despite international pressure, efforts at 
mediation by the Special Representative of the Secretary 
General in Rwanda, Jacques Roger Booh-Booh, produced on 
tangible results. In February he warned the parties of a 
possible UN-withdrawal in face of the impasse, a threat 
repeated by the Security Council in early April when it 
prolonged the mandate of UNAMIR conditionally four months: 
further delay would risk provoking the UN into abandoning 
38 its role in the peace process. 
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2. UNITED HATIOHS ORGANS MID PEACE-KEEPING 
The peace keeping operations are one area of UN 
activity has gained wide appreciation recently including 
the awarding of the 1988 Nobel Peace Prize. This new-found 
enthusiasm has led to proposals to extend its activity to 
include areas different from those in which it has 
operated so far. The enthusiasm is obviously the result of 
inflated impressions of recent events which have witnessed 
the launching of several new operations. It should be 
noted that the concept of peace-keeping evolved, beginning 
1947, into a situation where the peace and security 
mechanism, as envisaged in the charter, became frozen as a 
result of the Cold War. In the given circumstances, the 
United Nations improvised pragmatic steps for the 
observance of cease-fire and for keeping combatants apart 
so that negotiations for peaceful settlements could be 
successfully resorted too. The concept is unique in the 
sense that military forces are employed and not to serve 
the interest of any power or group of powers but to serve 
as a non-partisan instrument of peace and to prevent 
39 
conflicts between peoples. 
One major feature of the present world community is 
the intervention of UN organs - chiefly the Security 
Council and the General Assembly in interstate controver-
sies for the purpose of promoting a peaceful settlement. 
The machinery provided for in the UN Charter refers both 
to legal and to political disagreement, although, as we 
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shall see, in the case of legal disputes a specific mode 
of settlement is suggested. The lack of distinction 
between the two classes of disputes is a sound 
development, for all too often clashes between legal 
claims are political motivated, or they have strong 
political implications, whereas political feuds frequently 
present legal overtones, or else one of the parties or 
even both of them employ legal arguments to buttress their 
political demands. If one of the major purposes of the 
world community is reconciliation of disputants so as to 
prevent them from crossing swords, the better course of 
action is that followed in 1945 of not making the 
selection of a certain mode of settlement conditional on 
40 the intrinsic character of a dispute. 
The basic philosophy underlying the Charter is that 
every effort should be made to maintain peace and security. 
An obvious corollary is that whenever disagreements 
between States threaten to become explosive, and to 
endanger peace, the UN must step in and endavour to defuse 
the situation. This, of course, implies that the 
Organization must always watch out for possible cracks in 
the fragile edifice of peace. Put in another way, the UN 
must concern itself with any dispute which, although not 
posing an inmiediate threat to peace, might develop into a 
clash such as could jeopardize peaceful relations in the 
future. The field of actions of the Organization thus 
141 
becomes very broad, for any disagreement evidently may 
escalate into a major conficts,except for the very minor 
and peripheral ones. The great novelty of the Charter 
system was aptly stressed by Ross in the follwing terms: 
The essence of the Charter, the point where it definitely 
breaks with the rules of traditional international law, is 
that it establishes the principles that every dispute (the 
continuance of which is likely to endanger the maintenance 
of international peace and security) is a public matter, 
so that whether the parties wish it or not, they must 
accept the fact that the dispute may be debated in the 
Security Council or the General Assembly),ifthat .orgsan 
considers such debate to be in the interest of peace. The 
parties are not obliged to seek the assisatnce of the 
organization but they are obliged to put up with its 
41 intervention. 
The united Nations has six principal organs to 
carry out its aim, but here I want to mention only 
about General Assembly and Security Council because these two 
organs are basically responsible for maintaining 
international peace and security. 
a) General Assembly and Maintenance of International Peace 
and Security 
Whereas the Security Council's position as the 
primary body responsible for the maintenance of 
international peace and security is reasonably well 
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established and defined, the General Assembly's role is 
nebulous and ill-defined. The drafting of the provisions 
relating to the General Assembly's functions and powers 
was a source of contention between the smaller States 
represented at San Francisco and the sponsoring powers. 
The four power Dumbarton Oaks proposals gave the Assembly 
no real power. At San Francisco, the smaller states 
insisted that all the power should not be in the hand of 
the Council or, more, specially, in the hands of the 
veto-wielding powers. As a result Chapter IV, which 
indicates the powers of the General Assembly, became a 
compromise between the provisions granting generous powers 
to the Assembly to placate the smaller nations, namely 
Articles 10 and 14 and provisions attempting to restrict 
the powers and competence of the Assembly, that is 
42 Articles 11 and 12. 
Dnitinq for Peace Resolution 1950 
In 1950, a remarkable change in the powers and 
role of the General Assembly was envisaged with the 
adoption of Uniting for Peace Resolution. Because of the 
lack of unanimity among the permanent members of Security 
Council, it proved to be a very weak organ for the 
maintenance of peace and security and it had failed to 
exercise its primary responsibility for the maintenance of 
international peace and security. The Security Council 
able to take action in the beginning in the Korean 
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conflict of 1950/ because of the absence of the Russian 
representative; but when the Russian representative 
attended the Council, then the function of the Security 
Council was crippled. Because they exercised their veto 
power. Due to initiative of American supported by Western 
countries, the General Assembly of the United Nations able 
to pass Uniting for Peace Resolution on 3 November 1950. 
The resolution laid down that if the Security Council, 
because of lack of unanimity of the permanent members, 
fail to exercise the primary responsibility for 
maintenance of peace and security, in any case when these 
appears to be threat to the peace, breach of peace or act 
of aggression, the General Assembly shall consider the 
matter immediately with a view to making appropriate 
recommendations to the members for "collective measures 
including the use of armed force when necessary to 
maintain international peace and security. 
Now it will be noticed that what the General 
Assembly can do is to make recommendations to member 
governments, whereas the Security Council had authority to 
enforce its decisions. It may or may not use that 
authority, but under Chapter VII of the United Nations 
Chapter it has such authority. In the case the General 
Assembly, it can only recommendations. The procedure is 
that if the General Assembly is not in session at that 
time, it should meet in an emergency special session 
within 24 hours of a request for such a session by at 
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least nine members of the Security Council, because a nine 
member request is sufficient proof that the functioning of 
the Security Council has been frusted by lack of \inanimity 
of its permanent Members. The request may also be made by 
a majority of the General Assembly Members. What this 
means is that if one or more permanent members use the 
veto against a particular course of action, but there is a 
majority in the Council for taking such an action, then am 
emergency special session can be convened so that it does 
not appear that the United Nations is completely important 
and unable to take necessary action in a crisis situation 
involving a threat to the peace/breach of the peace or an 
43 act of aggression. 
One of the most important occasions vhen this 
resolution was used in the 1956, Suez Canal crisis when 
Britain, France and Israel declared war against Egypt and 
occupied portions of Egyptian territory. Even the Soviet 
Union, which opposed the resolution in the beginning, 
confirmed this practice subsequently during Suez Canal 
Crisis of 1956. Russia supported the Assembly action 
against the vetos of Britain and France. The uniting for 
Peace Resolution has made the General Assembly as the 
custodian of collective security of the United Nation. 
In subsequently years also the Uniting for Peace 
Resolution was invoked in number of cases like the 
Hungarian crisis of 1956, during the Soviet intervention 
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in Hungary. The Lebanon-Jordan crisis 1958. In short we 
can say that as a result of the Uniting for Peace 
Resolution, the position of the General Assembly has been 
considerably strengthened. 
b) Security Council a Maintenance of International Peace 
and Security 
The main aim of the United Nations is to maintain 
international peace and security. Throughout the complex 
Great Power negotiations which led to the conference at 
San Francisco, the emphasis was on particular body within 
the United Nations Security Council performing that role. 
Indeed, this is reflected within the provisions of the 
Charter, which, inter alia, grant the Security Council 
'primary responsibility' for the maintenance of inter-
national peace accompanied by comprehensive powers to 
enable it to fulfil that role. The Great Powers did not 
foresee the General Assembly having any substantive 
powers, intending merely to have it as a meeting place for 
the representatives of States. However, the smaller powers 
at San Francisco managed to secure sufficient provisions 
in the Charter to enable the Assembly to develop an 
increasingly important subsidiary role in the maintenance 
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of International peace. 
The peacekeeping operation is a creation of the 
United Nations. Its value has been internationally 
recognized. Secretary General Perez de Cuellar has said 
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that a UN peacekeeping force is a collective security 
action taken in accordance with the UN Charter. The 
Security Council, as the central element in the UN 
collective security regime, has played a key role in 
developing UN peacekeeping practices. In the Council's 
hands, peacekeeping operations have became an effective 
means of exercising its primary function of maintaining 
world peace, since the record of the Security Council in 
taking enforcement action is disappointing. "They have 
proved to be a most useful instrument of deescalation and 
conflict control and have extended the influence of the 
45 Security Council in the field in a unique way. 
Chapter VIII of the United Nations Charter deals 
with the action with respect to threats, breach of peace 
and act of aggression and confers upon the Security 
Council wide powers in this respect. The Security Council 
possesses the following powers in this respect: 
(i) The Security Council first determines whether 
there exists any threats of peace, breach of peace 
or an act of aggression has taken place, and then 
it may recommend what measures shall be taken to 
maintain or restore international peace and 
•^  46 security. 
(ii) The Security Council may decide what measures not 
involving the use of armed force are to be 
employed to give effective to its decisions, and 
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it may call upon the Members of the United Nations 
to apply such measures. These may include complete 
or partial interruption of economic relations and 
of rail, sea, air, postal, telegraphic, radio and 
other means of communication, and the severance of 
47 diplomatic relations. 
(iii) If the measures mentioned in Article 14 of the UN 
Charter prove to be inadequate, the Security 
Council may take such action by air, sea or land 
forces as may be necessary to maintain or restore 
international peace and security. Such action may 
include demonstrations, blockade and other 
operations by sea or land forces of the members of 
48 the United Nations. 
(iv) It is further provided that the Security Council 
may ask the members of the United Nations to 
contribute to the maintenance of international 
peace and security and to make available on its 
call armed forces etc. for the purpose of 
49 
maintenance of peace and security. 
(v) There is also a provision for the establishment of 
a Military Staff Committee to advise and assist 
the Security Council on all questions relating to 
its military requirements for the maintenance of 
international peace and security, and employment 
and command of the force placed at its disposal 
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the regulation of armament and possible 
disarmament. 
Security Council is often described as a 
"Enforcement Wing" of the United Nations. Its primary 
responsibility to maintain international peace and 
security. Chapter VI of the United Nations deals with the 
pacific settlement of the disputes. Article 33 of the 
Charter provides that the parties to any dispute, 
continuance of which is likely to endanger the 
maintenance of international peace and security shall, 
first of all seek a solution by negotiations, enquiry, 
mediation, conciliation, arbitration, judicial settlement, 
restor to regional agencies or arrangements, or other 
peaceful means of their own choice. Further, the Security 
Council, shall, when, it deems necessary, call upon 
parties to settle their disputes by such means. It also 
provided that in the Charter that if the parties to a 
dispute fail to settle it by means mentioned in Article 33 
they shall refer it to the Security Council. It is further 
provided that if the Security Council deems that the 
continuance of dispute is in fact likely to endanger the 
maintenance of international peace and security, it shall 
decide whether to take action or to recommend such terms 
of settlement as it may consider appropriate. 
The Security Council may investigate any dispute, 
or any situation which may lead to international friction 
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or give rise to a dispute, in order to determine whether 
the continuance of the dispute or situation, which likely 
52 to endanger international peace and security. Any member 
of the United Nations may bring any disputes, or any 
situation of the nature referred above, to the attention 
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of the Security Council. The Security Council may at any 
stage of a dispute of the nature referred to in Article 33 
or of a situation of like nature, recommend appropriate 
procedures or methods of adjustment. In making recommen-
dation under this provision, the Security Council should 
also take into consideration that legal disputes as a 
general rule be referred by the parties to the 
International Court of Justice in accordance with the 
54 provisions of the Statute of the Court. Lastly, without 
prejudice to the provisions of Articles 33 to 37, the 
Security Council may if all the parties to any dispute so 
request, make recommendations with a view to pacific 
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settlement of the dispute. 
The Military Staff Committee comprises the Chief 
of Staffs of the permanent members of the Security Council 
or their representatives. But this provision also has not 
been implemented. Because there are no military forces at 
the disposal of the Security Council. 
Though the United Nations Charter envisages the 
right of the states to have recourse to individual or 
collective self-defence in an eventuality of an armed 
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attack against them, but they are not expected to exercise 
their right until the Security Council has taken measures 
necessary to maintain international peace and security. 
The main target of the enforcement duties of the Council 
is not to envisage specific terms of settlement of 
individual disputes but maintenance of international peace 
and security. 
The Security Council of the United Nations had to 
exercise its enforcement obligation for the first time in 
the Korean War on 25 June 1950 when North Korea attacked 
South Korea. Communist China later joined hands with North 
Korea in this aggression. The Security Council, in the 
absence of the Soviet Union, passed a resolution, fixing 
the responsibility for the armed attack on North Korea and 
demanded for an immediate cessation of hostilities and 
withdrawal of North Korea forces to the 38th Parallel 
Security Council urged the member states to provide 
military forces and other assistance to United Command 
under the United States. The United Nations further placed 
an embargo on the export of strategic materials to the 
communist China and North Korea by the member states. 
After Korean Crisis, 1950, the Gulf Crisis 
(1990-91) was the second crisis where the Security Council 
had exercised its enforcement obligation. On 2 August 
1990, Iraq's army attacked and annexed a sovereign 
independent states of Kuwait. The United Nation Security 
151 
Council call an emergency session and passed resolution 
660 condemning the Iraqi invasion of Kuwait. Between 2 
August and 20 November 1990, the Security Council passed 
12 resolutions on the Gulf crisis, on 29 November 1990 
Security Council passed resolution 6?8, authorizing "all 
necessary means use of force to derive the Iraqi troops 
out of Kuwait if Iraq failed to act by 15 January 1991, to 
comply with the UN's earlier calls for withdrawal from 
Kuwait. Unfortunately Iraq refused to comply with the 
deadline set by the UN, the United States of America 
launched air attacks against Irag and started a war that 
had a US-led coalition of forces from 30 countries 
fighting Iraq for 42 days, on 27 February 1991 Kuwait was 
" liberated from Iraq. 
Security Council, the most important organ of the 
UN, has, in the recent past, come under criticism. It has 
been alleged that the Security Council has not been able 
to play the role which was envisaged for it under the 
Charter. Since its inception, the Security Council is 
having fewer session and the scope of the political issue 
considered by its narrowing down. As Professor Palmer and 
Perkins have aptly observed, "Although the Security 
Council was envisioned as the central agency of the United 
Nations, it has not been able to play its expected role. 
The reason is clear. Instead of great power unanimity on 
which the United Nations was predicted, the post war years 
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have brought major rifts and disagreement among the most 
powerful states of the world. Under these circumstances/ 
the Security Council in which five permanent members 
possess an individual veto, has been unable to function 
effectively. 
Mainly two factors are considered responsible for 
reducing the importance of the Security Council. The main 
factor is the adoption of the "Uniting for peace 
Resolution" by the General Assembly in 3 November 1950. It 
was envisaged through that resolution that if Security 
Council fails to exercise its primary responisibJLlity for 
maintenance of international peace and security due to 
lack of unanimity on the part of permanent members. 
The second factor was the emergence of the 
powerful residual security alliances outside the UN like 
NATO, SETO, Warsaw Treaty. These alliances have been 
instrumental in minimizing the importance of security 
council. 
Despite these drawbacks. Security Council is still 
a powerful institution responsible for the maintenance of 
world peace. It is the custodian of collective security. 
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CHAPTER - 5 
ROLE OF THE OTHER ORGANIZATIONS AND IMSTITOTIONS IH THE 
FIELD OF MAINTENANCE OF WORLD PEACE 
In the last two chapters (Third and Fourth) of this 
thesis the United Nations role in terms of maintenance of 
world peace has been discussed. Besides the United Nations 
a large number of other organizations and institutions are 
working for the maintenance of peace and security. More 
prominent of them are mentioned below. 
In man's search for peace, development and 
excellence, regional cooperation is fast becoming the key 
link. Countries with different sizes, geographical 
features and natural resources; countries speaking 
different languages; countries with diverse religions, 
social complexions and political systems; and countries at 
various levels of growth and development are finding ways 
of building up regional cooperation. 
In order to banish war, remove inter-state 
tensions, improve living conditions has reached a new 
stage of development in the annals of human history. In 
the wake of the Second World War and after the founding of 
the United Nations in 1945, a number of regional 
Organizations have been established such as the European 
Union, North America Free Trade Agreement (NAFTA), LAFTA, 
ECOWAS, ASEAN, and SAARC to mention just a few. As the 
Second World War ended, the United Nations, representing 
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the common aspirations of mankind, set for itself the 
following objectives : 
(i) to save succeeding generations from the scourge of 
war, which twice in our life-time has brought untold 
sorrow to mankind; 
(ii) to reaffirm faith in fundamental human rights, in 
the dignity and worth of the human person, in the equal 
rights of men and women and of nations large and small; 
(iii) to establish conditions under which justice and 
respect for the obligations arising from treaties and 
other sources of international law can be maintained; 
(iv) to promote social progress and better standards of 
2 
life in larger freedom. 
Achievement of these lofty goals is not possible 
without regional cooperation. As of today, 185 nations 
have joined the U.N. adopting its Charter and commit 
themselves to these objectives. They represent nearly 
five-and-a-half billion people on earth. While the United 
Nations with its various organs and agencies is making 
strenuous efforts to achieve these goals globally, it is 
obvious that between the world today and its individual 
member states, an intermediary stage is required to 
promote these objectives. That need is fulfilled by 
regional organizations. The emergence of constructive 
regional entities such as the EU, NAFTA, ECOWAS, ASEAN, 
APEC and SAARC therefore, is a natural development 
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dictated by the forces of history. Regional cooperation is 
a demand of our time/ and one that will play an increasingly 
important role in building a better and more secure future 
3 
for mankind. 
Regional Organization is a sort of formal 
association of sovereign states of a particular region 
with permanent organization. But it is not necessary that 
all the states of a particular region must be members of 
the organization. For example ASEAN is a regional 
organization of the South-East Asian nations, but all the 
states of the South East Asia are not its member. The 
regional organizations are considered as superior to 
global organization because its members feel that the 
regional organizations are able to meet threat to peace 
more effectively than the global organizations. Not only 
its members but first Secretary General of the United 
Nations Trygve Lie also accepted that regional 
organizations can be very useful element in the 
preservation of world peace. Following are some of the 
important Regional organizations of the world. EU, OAS, 
Arab League, OAU, NATO, ASEAN and SAARC. 
1. North Atlantic Treaty Organization (MATO) 
After the end of World War II western European 
countries were economically exhausted and suffering from 
both shattered morale and internal political weakness. On 
the other hand Soviet Union emerged as one of the 
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strongest powers and assumed the leadership of the 
communist countries. Its armies dominating all the states 
of central and eastern Europe. She successfully extended 
her Influence to Poland, East Germany, Hungary, Romania, 
Bulgaria, Czechoslovakia, Yoguslavia, Albania etc. by 
establishing communist governments in these countries and 
suppressed all non-economist political activity. For this 
purpose "Iron curtain policy" was introduced by Soviet 
Union. In the meantime, war-time cooperation between the 
western allies and Soviet Union had completely broken 
down. 
The remarkable speed with which the Soviet Union 
extended her influence over Eastern Europe greatly alarmed 
the western countries and they decided to take necessary 
steps to check the further spread of communist influence. 
With a view to check the further infiltration of communism 
in Europe, in 1948 America launched the "Marshall Plan", 
though ostensibly this plan was designed with a view to 
restore normal economic health in world so that there 
could be political stability and peace, in reality it 
aimed at checking the growing influence of communism in 
Europe. 
The close relations among the communist countries 
encouraged the western powers to increase their economic 
and military collaboration. The North Atlantic Treaty 
Organization was established in 1949 at Washington in the 
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Conference of 12 Nations/ Belgiiun, Canada, Denmark, 
France, Iceland, Italy, Luxemborg, Netherlands, Norway, 
Portugal/ United Kingdom and the United States. These 
countries are its founding members. Whereas Greece and 
Turkey joined in February 1952, West Germany joined in May 
1955 and Spain in May 1982. This organization, however, 
received a set back in 1966 when France withdrew from the 
Integrated military command of NATO. In the beginning, 
this organisation was chiefly of military importance. But 
slowly and gradually its becoming more and maore an 
organisation of political, rather than military 
importance. 
The heart of the North Atlantic Treaty and thus of 
the NATO alliance is Article 5, in which the signatory 
members "agree that an armed attack against one are more 
of thera in Europe or North America shall be considered an 
attack against them all, and consequently they agree if 
such an armed attack occurs, each of them, in exercise of 
the right of individual or collective self defence 
recognized by Article 51 of the Charter of the United 
Nations will assist the party or parties so attacked by 
taking forthwith, individually and in concert with the 
other parties, such action as it deems necessary, 
including the use of Armed force, to restore and maintain 
4 
the security of the North Atlantic area." 
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From the beginning, NATO's primary purpose was to 
unify and strengthen the western allies military response 
in case the Soviet Union and its Warsaw Pact allies 
invaded western Europe in an effort to extend communism/ 
To counter the Soviet Union's mauch larger ground forces 
NATO in the early 1950s relied partly on the prospect of 
massive U.S. nuclear retaliation to deter Soviet 
aggression. NATO supplemented this policy by deploying US 
nuclear weapons in western Europe bases beginning in 1957. 
Throughout the late 1950s and 60s NATO forces were 
systematically improved, and though their numbers were 
always fewer than the Warsaw Pact's huge ground forces, 
the NATO units superior weaponry and training rendered 
them roughly equal in strength to their potential 
adversaries. 
This situation continued into the 1980s, by which 
time the NATO forces had at their disposal nuclear armed 
intermediate range missiles as well as large conventional 
forces. About 300,000 U.S. troops remained stationed in 
West Germany and elsewhere in western Europe as a part of 
NATO's deployment, and the Cold War standoff between NATO 
and the Warsaw Pact seemed likely to continue for decades. 
But the far reaching reforms of the Soviet leader Mikhail 
Gorbachev in the late 1980s fundamentally affected both 
the Cold War and NATO. In 1989 the Soviet Union tacitly 
acquiesced in the collapse of communist governments all 
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across eastern Europe and accepted their replacement by 
£reely elected (and non-communist) administrations. Moscow 
abandonment of control over eastern Europe meant the 
dissipation of much of the military treat that the Warsaw 
Pact had formerly posed to western Europe, and this in 
turn called into question the need to maintain NATO as a 
military organization. This reunification of West with 
East Germany in 1990 and that newly unified nations 
adherence to NATO created new opportunities for NATO, and 
prposals were made to transform the alliance from a 
military, to a political organization devoted to 
maintaining international stability in Europe. 
With the collapse of the former Soviet Union, the 
sixteen nations that make up NATO are struggling to 
redefine their role in a post Cold War world that is 
undergoing dramatic tmasformation. NATO has embarked on a 
review of its strategic operational plans, and deployment 
7 
of forces. NATO's traditional defence role of the past 
40-odd years has lost significance with the decline of the 
Soviet threat, changes within NATO will take time even 
o 
their general direction cannot be reliably predicted. 
2. Warsaw Pact 
Warsaw Pact, a military alliance between the USSR 
and its European satellites, was signed in Warsaw, Poland, 
on 14 May 1955. Officially known as the "Pact of Mutual 
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Assistance and Unified Command", the 20-years defence 
treaty served as legal justification for the presence of 
Soviet troops, as needed in Poland, Czechoslovakia, 
Hungary, Romania, Bulgaria, Albania, and East Geirmany. 
Besides representatives of the signatory nations, an 
"observer" from Communist China attended the Warsaw 
conference and announced that his government would come to 
the aid of its European partners in the event of a war 
with the West. The pact was conceived as an answer to the 
NATO alliance, and its conclusion followed closely West 
Germany's adherence to the Western treaty. Subsequent 
events demonstrated that the Soviet government valued the 
pact less for military than for political reasons. Moscow 
sought to disrupt the western alliance by frequently 
proposing abolition of both NATO and Warsaw Pact. In 1956 
revolutionary outbreaks in Poland and Hungary emphasized 
the importance of Russian troops in upholding communist 
rule in the "people's democracies". In the years that 
followed the pact played no significant role in 
international relations, except as a continuous reminder 
to the satellite peoples that Soviet intervention was 
likely in case of anti-communist rebellion.^ 
Although the treaty did not have a provision 
regarding the priority of safeguarding peace by the 
Security Council (conforming to Article 7 of the North 
Atlantic Treaty) or a prohibiten to interpret the treaty 
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in contradiction to the UN Charter, it generally accepted 
its Article 1. The politically motivated military 
interventions in Hungary (1956 and Czechoslovakia 1968) 
were contrast to the ever-emphasized sovereignty of the 
Warsaw Pact members. 
It however, received a set back on 20 August 1968, 
when Albania withdrew from the organization. The Warsaw 
Pact was dissolved in 1991. 
3. Non-Aligned Movement (HAM) and World Peace 
Non-alignment is a political concept giving 
expression to the struggle of the countries liberated from 
the political domination of imperialism to break their 
continued economic dependence, to build an independent 
national economy, the true foundation of political 
sovereignty. The process of transition is taking place 
today under conditions of a global crisis, expressed in 
terms of a threat of nuclear war, in pursuit of global 
domination by a single imperialist-power, the USA, which 
perceives it as the only way for the survival of the 
system of international monopoly financed capital today. 
If the response of the non-aligned countries to 
this unprecedented situation in human history area to "be 
surer, swifter and sharper", it is necessary to understand 
the concept as a positive, dynamic and active factor in 
the international correlation of forces today. The 
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non-aligned countries cannot afford the Luxury today of 
standing outside the two military alliances and only 
reacting to the conflicts that arise between them as 
neutral observers. What is at stake today is the very 
survival of the post-colonial societies as independent 
national states. What needs to be recalled today is the 
reality that the concept of non-alignment was born 
precisely as a political instrument of participation in 
international affairs by the newly liberated countries as 
sovereign nation states on terms of equality with all 
other countries. 
At first India's foreign policy of Non-alignment 
was misunderstood and much maligned. However, the clarion 
call for peace, mutual cooperation and friendship touched 
the hearts of some countries. As a consequence, the great 
Afro-Asian Conference at Bandung ( Indonesia) was held in 
1955. It became the forum for the birth of the Non-aligned 
Movement, with the basic aim to further the cause of the 
newly independent countries to develop economically and 
survive politically in an atmosphere of international 
peace and mutual cooperation. Five principles called the 
"Panchsheel" were accepted as the basic guidelines for the 
functioning of the Movement. These were : 
(i) Mutual respect for each other's territorial 
integrity; 
(ii) Mutual non-aggression; 
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(iii) Mutual non-interference in each other's affairs; 
(iv) Equality and mutual benefit 
(v) Peaceful co-existence among nations in spite of 
ideological differences. 
Non-alignment is thus not something which is very 
rigid and unchanging. Its main dimensions are promotion of 
national interests within the broad framework of world 
peace, co-existence and cooperation; responsiveness to 
changing situations; functioning as a distinct independent 
force in international affairs despite contrary pulls; and 
functioning in ccanbination with other diverse forces as an 
instrument of achieving the goal of the transformation of 
the existing, vertical, unequal dominating system of 
international relations to a horizontal relationship of 
equality among nations, big and small, and at various 
levels of developments, cooperating with each other to end 
13 socio-economic disequilibrium. 
The Nonaligned Movement, born as a third force to 
play a useful mediatory role against the background of 
Superpower rivalry, focused its attention on shaping the 
nature of international relations. Admist the cold war and 
escalating tensions, it kept itself alive to the need of 
peace and harmony in the world - after all NAM was created 
with the primary purpose of preventing the new nations 
from being sucked into the all-consuming cold war of the 
power blocks. Nonalignment is itself based on the 
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contention that the national interest will be taken care 
of by itself in a peaceful international order. On this 
basis, NAM has recognized that peace is a condition of 
progress and has asserted that the progress resulting from 
it can be meaningful only if and so long as an all out 
nuclear war does not occur. Thus, concern for internatonal 
peace is one of the main objectives of NAM. At the NAM 
Summit at Belgrade, Nehru had laid emphasis on the 
importance of peace. The Cairo Summit in 1964 had 
reaffirmed the deep conviction of the Non-aligned 
community in peaceful co-existence. The Fourth NAM Summit 
at Algiers in 1973, declared that there could be no 
lasting peace as long as humanity remains "confronted with 
colonialism, imperialism and Zionism. Peace is 
indivisible. It should not be reduced to a mere shifting 
14 of a confrontation from an area to another". 
It would not be wrong to say that the Non-aligned 
Movement has plodded on with its efforts in strengthening 
peace, diffusing tensions and creating favourable 
conditions for success in its mission. Concerns and 
anxieties in the context of peace, disarmament and 
development, have been the focus of NAM's attentions, 
whether they be in the Middle-East Central America, 
Africa, Asia. As Rajiv Gandhi, while addressing the 
Ministerial Meeting of the Nonaligned Coordinating Bureau 
said. 
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"Everything that affects peace, everything that 
abridges the freedom of nations / everything that 
aggravates international economic disparities is of 
15 
concern to the Non-aligned Movement". 
4. The Association of Soath-Eaat Asian Nations (ASEAH) 
The following are the main objectives of the ASEAN: 
(i) To accelerate the economic growth, social progress 
and cultural development in the region through joint 
endeavour in the spirit of equality and partnership 
in order to strengthen the foundation for a 
prosperous and peaceful communty of South East Asian 
Nations. 
(ii) To promote .regional peace and stability through 
abiding respect for justice and the rule of law in 
the relationship among countries of the region and 
adherence to the principle of the United Nation 
Charter. 
(iii) To promote active collaboration and mutual 
assistance on matters of common interest in the 
economic social, cultural, technical, scientific and 
adminsitrative fields. 
(iv) To provide assistance to each other in the form of 
training. 
(v) To collaborate more effectively for the greater 
utilization of their agriculture and industries, the 
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expansion of their trade, including the study of the 
problems of international communication facilities 
and the raising of the standard of living of their 
people. 
(vX) To promote South East Asian studies. 
(vii) To maintain close and beneficial cooperation with 
existing international and regional organization 
with similars aims and purposes, and explore all 
averanues for even close cooperation among 
themselves. 
During the last three decades, ASEAN has 
transformed the face of the South East Asian Nations 
providing them scope for united action in vital areas of 
human activity. Under its benign auspices they have not 
only coordinated policies of regional development, but 
also their positions at numerous international and multi-
lateral fora. Thanks to ASEAN, they have earned the 
respect of one and all including world's majors powers. 
They have succeeded in establishing very useful linkages 
with several countries of the Asia-Pacific region not only 
bilaterally but collectively too. This is done through the 
mechanism of sectoral dialogue partnership and full-scale 
dialogue partnership. Australia and New Zealand, the USA 
and Canada, Japan and South Korea are among the dialogue 
partners. With the end of the cold war, ASEAN is 
establishing linkages with China and Russia as well, and 
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is poised to expand further by extending its membership to 
Vietnam, Cambodia and Laos in the not-too distant future, 
once they open up their economies and stabilize 
politically. Truly dedicated to the goals of peace and 
prosperity. ASEAN represents a glorious example of what 
the developing countries can do through regional 
cooperation and outward - looking orientation, enhancing 
regional interdependence and combining it effectively with 
globalization of their economies. ASEAN's success has 
brought into being a much larger body in the Asia-Pacific 
region, APEC, which carries regional cooperation in the 
region to its next logical stage. 
5. South Asian ABBociation of Regional Cooperation (SAARC) 
The South Asian Association of Regional Cooperation 
(SAARC), marked the first regional efforts to rise above 
residual prejudices and mistrust in order to evolve a 
positive framework of cooperative economic development to 
promote the welfare of the people of South Asia. Even when 
no other region was beset with more daunting afflictions 
of underdevelopment, poverty and exploding population, 
even in the Third World, and even when no other regional 
entity has comparable commonality in terms of geography, 
civilization, ethno-linguistic affiliations. South Asia 
was the last to take this faltering step on the inevitable 
17 path of regional harmonization and progress. 
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The decades of mistrust and intra-regional disputes 
kept at bay the possibility of forming a regional 
organization on the lines of the European Economic 
Community (EEC) or Association of South East Asian Nations 
(ASEAN). While the NAM and informal Group of 77 brought 
the developing countries as a common platform in pursuit 
of a New International Economic Order, the Simla Agreement 
of 1972 normalized Indo-Pak relations and cleared the 
decks for regional cooperation. It was Gen. Zia-ur Rahman, 
President of Bangladesh, in 1977, who mooted the idea of 
regional cooperation. 
Objectives of SAARC : 
(i) To promote the welfare of the people of South Asia 
and to improve their quality of life. 
(ii) To accelerate economic growth, social progress and 
cultural development in the region and provide all 
individuals the opportunity to live in dignity and 
to realise their full potentials. 
(iii) To promote and strengthen the collective self-
reliance among the countries of South Asia. 
(iv) To contribute to mutual trust, understanding and 
appreciation of one another's problems. 
(v) To improve active collaboration and mutual 
assistance in the economic, social, cultural, 
technical and scientific fields. 
(vi) To strengthen cooperation in common interests. 
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(vii) To cooperate with international and regional 
organizations. 
Despite the slow progress of regional cooperation 
in South Asia the actual working of SAARC since its 
establishment has raised high hope of peace in this 
region. It is true that SAARC has not played an active 
role in resolving the differences among its members. But 
its periodical meetings provide an opportunity for the 
leaders of its member states to sit together and reduce 
their tension. On 29 July 1987 an accord was signed 
between the Sri Lanka President J.R. Jayewardene and 
Indian Prime Minister Rajiv Gandhi. After this agreement 
India was ready to send a Peace-keeping Force to Sri Lanka 
which withdrew from Sri Lanka after two years. The 
recently visit of the Bangladeshi Prime Minister Sheikh 
Hasina Wajid (December 1996) to India proves that the 
relations amongst SAARC states can become cordial. It is 
the great achievement of the SAARC that the leaders of its 
member states are sitting together despite a lot of 
differences. 
6. Organization of American States (OAS) 
The organization of American States (OAS) is the 
oldest regional organization. OAS was established at 
Bogota, Columbia in 1948, with a view to promote peace, 
security and mutual cooperation among the member 
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countries. Its Charter came into force on 13 December 
1951. The Charter was reformed by the protocol of Buenos 
Aires in 1967 and the Protocol of Cartagena de Indias in 
1985. The purpose of the OAS are to strengthen the peace 
and security of the continent; promote and consolidate 
representative democracy/ with due respect for the 
principle of non-intervention; prevent difficulties and 
ensure the pacific settlement of disputes among member 
states; provide for common action in the event of 
aggression. It also played an important role in checking 
the threat of communism in this region. 
In accordance with Article 1 of the OAS it is a 
Regional Agency in accordance with the provisions of the 
United Nations Charter. So far the question of collective 
security is concerned/ the members of the OAS hold faith 
in settling their disputes through peaceful means. Before 
referring their disputes to the Security Council / they 
submit their disputes to the regional organization. These 
disputes are resolved through mediation, conciliation or 
investigation. 
7. The League of Arab States 
The objectives of the League (formed in 1945) was 
outlined in Article 2 of the League Charter which include 
the following. The League has as its purposes the 
strengthening of the relations between the member states: 
the coordination of their policies in order to achieve 
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cooperation between them and to safeguard their 
independence and sovereignty; and a general concern with 
the affairs and interests of the Arab countries. It has 
also as its purpose the close cooperation of the member 
states. 
Article 5 mentions that, any resort to force in 
order to resolve disputes arising between two or more 
member states of the League is prohibited. If there should 
rise among them a difference which does not concern a 
state's independence, sovereignty, or territorial 
integrity, and if the parties to the dispute have recourse 
to the Council for the settlement of this differences, the 
decision of the Council shall then be enforceable and 
18 
obligatory. 
m such a case, the states between whom the 
difference has arisen shall not participate in the 
deliberations and decision of the Council. 
The Council shall mediate in all differences which 
threaten to lead to war between two member states or a 
member state and a third state, with a view to bring about 
their reconciliation. Decisions of arbitration and 
mediation shall be taken by majority vote. 
The Arab League has played an important role in the 
resolution of disputes among the member states. It also 
played commendable role in the Lebanon and Libya. However, 
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the League did not succeed in protecting the Arab 
interests against Israel. 
8. Organization of African Unity (PAD) 
On 25 May 1963 the heads of states and governments 
of 32 African countries/ at a conference in Addis Ababa 
(Ethiopia), signed a Charter and founded the organization 
of African Unity to promote unity and solidarity among 
African states. The main objectives of the O.A.U. were 
stated in Article II of the Charter, which include : 
(i) to promote unity and solidarity among African 
states; 
(ii) to intensify and coordinate efforts to improve 
living standards in Africa; 
(iii) to defend sovereignty, territorial integrity and 
independence of African states; 
(iv) to eradicate all forms of colonialism from Africa; 
(v) to promote international cooperation in keeping 
with the Charter of the United Nations. 
The Commission of Mediation, Conciliation and 
Arbitration was set up by the Assembly of the Heads of the 
State and Government by a separate protocol. This 
Commission tries to resolve the disputes among the members 
through peaceful means. 
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B. IHTBRRATIOHM. IHSTITDTES WORKING FOR PEACE 
1) Stockholm International Peace Research Institote 
(SIPRI) : 
Stockholm International Peace Research Institute 
(SIPRI) is an independent international institute for 
research into problems of peace and conflict, especially 
those of arms control and disarmament. It was established 
in 1966 to commemorate Sweden's 150 years of unbroken 
peace. 
The institute is financed mainly by the Swedish 
Parliament. The staff and the governing Board are 
international. The Institute also has an Advisory 
Committee as an international consultative body. 
In line with the guidelines for its research 
progrzumne as laid down in the first year of the existence 
of the SIPRI, it strives to monitor, assess and analyse 
the world arms trade, arms production and military 
expenditures, the development and control of weapons of 
mass destruction (nuclear, chemical and biological), 
technology proliferation and various aspects of arms 
control and disarmament. However, SIPRI's research agenda 
has over the past few years been widened to cover new 
aspects of security as well. It also publishes the SIPRI 
Year Book. The first edition of the Year book was 
published in 1969. The Year Book reflects an increasing 
emphasis in the Institute's research projects on major 
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armed conflicts and regional security issues, multi-
lateral conflict prevention, peace-keeping, crisis 
management and peaceful settlement of disputes. 
2. Pogwash Conference : 
Pugwash Conference, formally conference on science 
and world affairs, any of a series of meeting of 
scientists from different countries of the world to 
discuss problems of nuclear weapons and world security. 
The first of the conferences met in July 1957 at the 
estate of the Cyrus Eaton in the village of Pugwash, Nova 
Scotia, in response to an appeal by Bertrand Russel, 
Albert Einstein, Frederic Joliot, and other prominent 
scientific figures. Subsequent conferences have been held 
in many countries including the Soviet Union, Great 
Britain, Yugoslavia, India, Czechoslovakia, Romania, 
Sweden and the United States. 
The chief concern of Pugwash has been to bring 
together leading scholars from many countries to discuss 
ways of reducing armaments and tempering the arms race. 
Another purpose has been to examine the social 
responsibility of scientists toward such world problems as 
economic development, population growth and environment 
19 destruction. 
The activities are sponsored by national Pugwash 
group under the guidance of a International Continuing 
Committee headed by a secretary general with an office in 
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London. During the years since its founding the Pugwash 
movement has issued a number of reports on problems of 
arms control and disarmament. Its spokesmen have credited 
these with helping to prepare the way for the major 
international treaties limiting the development and 
testing of nuclear weapons. It had received the Nobel 
20 peace prize in 1995. 
3. International Peace Barcan (IPB) : 
International Peace Bureau is the world's oldest 
and most comprehensive international peaice: network. IPB 
was founded in 1892 and won the Nobel Peace Prize in 1910 
for its efforts in promoting the establishment of the 
League of Nations. Now-a-days the IPB's role is that of 
supporting peace and disarmament initiatives taken by the 
UN/ and informing and servicing grassroots peace campaigns 
across the world. With 158 member organizations (and over 
120 individuals) in 46 countries, it brings together 
people working for peace in different sectors: not only 
pacifists but also women, youth, labour, religious, 
political and professional bodies. 
Some IPB current projects include : 
i) World Court Project. IPB is working with lawyers, 
health workers and non-nuclear governments to obtain 
an Adivsory Opinion from the International Court of 
Justice on the legal status of nuclear warfare. 
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ii) International Coalition for Nuclear Non-proliferation 
and Disarmament. A platform for joint activities in 
advance of the Non-proliferation Trelaty Conference in 
April 1995 and beyond, focussing on strategies for the 
complete elimination of nuclear weapons. 
iii) Conflicts. IPB is planning a new programme of work to 
help coordinate the response of peace movements to 
armed conflicts around the world. Two specific 
activities over the next few years are: a compendium 
of documents on conflict settlement, and a series of 
regional conferences to look at both United Nations 
and Non-governmental Organization roles in conflict 
prevention and resolution. 
iv) Publishing. IPB News, a quarterly newsletter, provides 
information on international peace and disarmament 
work, from the grassroots to the United Nations, 
including the work of IPB members organizations. Other 
recent publications include books and briefingpacks on 
topics ranging from the arms trade, to women and 
21 
militarism, to peace movement history. 
4. The Department of Peace Studies ; University of Bradford 
The Department of Peace Studies was established in 
1973 as the result of an initiative from the Religious 
Society of Friends (Quakers). The Department offers 
undergraduate and postgraduate courses, and supervision 
for research leading to higher degrees. It receives 
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visting scholars from various countries and had sought to 
serve as a base for British and foreign scholars who are 
concerned with peace and related issues. 
The department believes it is also one of its 
functions to save and inform groups that are in the 
discussion, study or promotion of peace. Significant 
efforts are therefore made to disseminate the results of 
the Department's work. Lectures and seminars are given at 
a wide range of other centres. The Department has its own 
publishing programme of Peace Research Reports and Peace 
Studies papers and Briefings : 
Peace Studies Papers to present material in a 
popular manner for a relatively wide audience; Peace 
Research Reports which are published 3 to 4 times a year 
and are aimed at more specialist areas; and Briefings for 
Journalists and Politicians on specific and immediate 
22 issues. 
5. International Centre for Peace Initiatives : 
International Centre for Peace Initiative was 
established in Bombay in 1990 to develop and promote 
innovative approaches to peace at global, regional and 
national levels. Its aims to act as a catalyst in 
partnership with leading institutions. 
In the global context, the centre advocates a 
cooperative security regime free of nuclear weapons. 
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Regionally, the centre is engaged in exploring ways and 
means of conflict resolution need to be accompanied by 
politics for economic growth, the centre is launching an 
initiative for "Business and Social Responsibility" in 
India to facilitate a constructive role for Indian 
business in partnership for peace and progress. 
The Centre has a 10-point methodology : 
Identify a peace and security problem. 
Establish a steering committee to guide the 
problem resolution. 
Collaborate with other relevant institutions 
Research problem and possible solutions. 
Prepare a blueprint of an innovative political 
process to resolve the problem. 
(vi) Circulate the blueprint to all constituencies and 
decision making bodies involved. 
(vii) Track two diplomacy. 
(viii) Organize national and international seminars. 
(ix) Establish a follow-up mechanism for the implemen-
tation of any agreed solution. 
(x) Publish material for education. 
( i ) 
( i i ) 
( i i i ) 
( iv) 
(v) 
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C O N C L U S I O N 
Since the beginning of human history the goal of 
an enduring state of peace has been the foremost objective 
of human societies. It is no doubt that war is older than 
history but the search for peace has also been pursued for 
centuries. Men have tried to devise institutions to 
provide for the settlement of international disputes, and 
attempts have been made to minimize the scope of war. 
During the seventeenth and eighteenth centuries a large 
number of conferences were called to save the human-being 
from the destruction of war. Peace of Westphalia in 1648 
was one of them. 
During the end of the nineteenth century and 
beginning of the twentieth century two important inter-
national peace conference were held at The Hague 
(Netherlands) which were landmarks in the world-history. 
The First conference was held at The Hague in 1899. It was 
convened at the invitation of Count Mikail Nikolayevich 
Muravyov, the Minister of foreign affairs of Czar Nicholas 
II of Russia. The main aim of the first Hague conference 
was the establishment of peace through disarmament and 
pacific settlement of disputes. But unfortunately the 
conference of 1899 failed to achieve its main objective of 
limitation on armament, but agreed on conventions 
concerning the pacific settlement of international 
disputes. 
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The second Hague conference was held from 15 June 
to 18 October in 1907. This conference however adopted 
several conventions relating to such matters as rights and 
duties of neutral powers and persons in war on land and 
sea, the laying of automatics submarine contact mines, the 
status of enemy raerchantship, bombardment by naval forces 
in wartime, and establishment of prize courts. These 
conferences failed to prevent the outbreak of World War I 
in 1914. 
After prolonged discussion the Treaty of 
Versailles was signed between the Allies and Germany on 28 
June, 1919, the major treaty ending the World War I. 
The Treaty of Versailles was based on the pre-
armistice agreement among the Allies on 5 November, 1918, 
accepting President Woodrow Wilson's Fourteen Points as 
the basis of peace. The peace settle of 1919-1920 has been 
severely criticised. The terms of the Treaty of Versailles 
were harsh and humiliating for Germany. The peace 
settlement was based on the principle, "To the victors 
belong the spoils and Allies are the victors". 
During the wartime many suggestions were made from 
time to time for the creation of an international 
organization which could check the wars in the future. 
After the end of World War I such prominent figures as 
Gen. Smuts, Lord Robert Cecil and Leon Bourgeors advocated 
a society of nations. The then American President Woodrow 
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Wilson incorporated the proposal into the Fourteen Points 
and was the chief figure in its establishment at the Paris 
Peace Conference in 1919. The basis of the League was the 
Covenant, which was included in the Treaty of Versailles. 
The main aim of the establishment of the League of Nations 
was to maintain international peace and security, 
reductions of the national armaments to the lowest point 
consistent with national safety, to "preserve as against 
external aggression, the territorial integrity and 
existing political independence of all members of the 
League", and settle international disputes peacefully. In 
the starting time the League of Nations performed its 
duties successfully. It settled a large number of disputes 
involving smaller nations, but it failed because the 
powerful nations could not be coerced into mutual 
compromise or into acceptance of its decisions. 
Among the problems settled by the League of 
Nations were Swedish-Finnish disputes regarding the Aland 
Island in 1920; the status of Schleswig and Upper Silesia, 
settled by plebiscites (1920-1921), Yogoslav-Hungarian 
disputes caused by the assassination of king Alexander of 
Yugoslavia in 1934. These are the important disputes where 
the League of Nations played very important role to 
resolve these crisis and it succeeded in its mission. But 
in 1923 when Italy attacked an Island named Corfu 
belonging to Greece, Japan attacked Manchuria in 1931, 
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Italy attacked Ethiopia in 1935, Russian invasion of 
Finland in 1934 were some examples where the League of 
Nations totally failed to take any effective step against 
the aggression because these countries were very powerful. 
In addition to the above events the failure of 
Disarmament Conference convened under the auspices of the 
League of Nations in 1932 also proved to be detrimental 
for the League. The League of Nations was a weak 
international organization and failed to maintain or 
establish international peace and security. However, it 
must be noted that the League of Nations ultimately failed 
not because of the constitutional defects of its Covenant, 
but because of the members who failed to fulfil the 
obligations assumed by them under the Covenant. Prof. 
Goodspeed has rightly remarked, "The League of Nations was 
abandoned by those who failed to abide by their solemn 
obligations"i The League of Nations failed to prevent the 
outbreak of World War II. 
In the fall of 1939, Europe was the scene of the 
opening of hostilities which were destined to engulf the 
world. Only twenty years after the conclusion of a "war to 
end war" and "to make the world safe for democracy", and 
the establishment of a League to keep the peace, the 
forces of totalitarianism, international disorganization, 
and national irresponsibility produced the greatest and 
most disastrous of conflicts - World War II.2 
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During the Second World War millions of people 
were killed. The loss of property was incalculable. The 
use of an atom bomb at Hiroshima and Nagasaki in Japan 
shocked the entire world community. It brought untold 
sorrow and suffering to mankind. Saving the coming 
generations was a major problem before the leaders of the 
world. 
This total collapse of world order produced so much 
a sense of futility and hopelessness of international 
organizations. It became clear that the modern world had 
developed the habit of responding to catastrophe by 
intensifying its quest for effective organization.3 
The direct lines of origin of the United Nations 
may be traced to wartime declarations of intent to 
establish a postwar organization system. Early statements 
by anti-Axis leaders were marked by a studied vagueness, 
but by October 1943, at Moscow, the Governments of United 
States, Britain, the Soviet Union and China were prepared 
to issue a clear statement of resolve to create a general 
international organization. Significant differences in 
approach to the problem remained, but the basic issue was 
settled; after the Moscow Conference, there was no open 
questioning of the principle that a new organization 
4 
should be formed. 
The United Nations was established after the end 
of the World War II. The main objective of the United 
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Nations is to maintain international peace and security. 
The Charter of the United Nations says that "To save the 
succeeding generations from the scourge of war which twice 
in our life-time has brought untold sorrow to mankind". 
Chapter VI of the United Nations Charter deals with 
Pacific Settlement of disputes and Chapter VII proclaims 
that action with respect to threats to the peace, breaches 
of the peace and acts of aggression. During world war II 
great powers cooperated with each other for the 
establishment of world organization. After the end of the 
war when United Nations came into existence, they were 
made the permanent members of the Security Council. It was 
expected from them that they would cooperate in the 
establishment of world peace. As pointed out by a Jurist, 
"It did not take long for San Francisco hopes of great 
powers unanimity to fade". 
The United Nations lacked boldness of conception 
and execution. Big powers do not cooperate with the UNO, 
they just tolerate it. The power politics, i.e. cold war 
obstructed the smooth functioning of the UNO. The gap 
between the West and the East in the political field, 
between the North and the South in the economic field, 
between the sovereign states and the world body in the 
ideological field, instead of narrowing is widening 
constantly. Little wonder, the UNO has failed to unite 
nations, but it has united only the problems. 
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America was the most powerful country in the world 
the time of establishing the United Nations. But gradually 
the Soviet Union gained strength and became its rival 
militarily at least/ and both of them came to be called 
global superpowers and the comity nations got divided 
between them; they were now pro-American and pro-Russian. 
From the point of view of security they sought refuge in 
the sphere of influence of one or the other as suited 
their positions, circumstances, policies and interests. 
Because of the conflict among the super powers, the 
Security Council whose primary responsibility is the 
maintenance of peace and security proved to be a very weak 
organ for the maintenance of peace and security. The 
Security Council could take action in the beginning in the 
Korean conflict in 1950; it was possible because of the 
absence of the Soviet representative, but when the Soviet 
representative attended the Security Council meeting the 
function of the Council crippled till the end of the Cold 
War. Many times through the secret support of either the 
United States or Soviet Union for the conflicting parties, 
some of the wars turned out to be proxy wars, for the 
superpowers leaving the UN a helpless spectator. 
Due to the failure of the Security Council 
machinery to maintain international peace and security, 
the states of the world were compelled to enter into 
regional arrangements such as NAT0,SEAT0, Warsaw pact. 
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etc. Besides this, due to failure of the Security Council 
to fulfil its primary responsibility/ the General Assembly 
reached their zenith with the passing of Uniting For Peace 
Resolution of November 1950. Under this resolution the 
General Assembly was conferred upon some powers in the 
field of international peace and security. But there are 
certain limitations of the General Assembly <> Generaly 
speaking, its resolutions are of recommendatory nature. 
Thus as a whole the UN has failed to fulfil the dreams of 
its framers,for peace is simply not the negation of war. 
It is true that since the establishment of the UN the 
world has not witnessed any world war but there have been 
a number of armed conflicts. The UN has been, to some 
extent, successful in stopping the escalation of war and 
effecting the ceasefires, but it has failed, and failed 
miserably, to find out the political solutions of such 
problems. Indo-Pak conflict, Cyprus, Palestine problem, 
Korean problems etc. are glaring examples of the failure 
of the United Nations to find out the political solution 
of the problem. 
In 1990 the situation has changed, with the 
disintegration of the Soviet Union, Russian Federation, 
which occupied later the Security Council seat, chose to 
support the Western nations with the hope of getting 
future economic aid. On the other hand another communist 
country China abstained from taking any decision because 
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it did not want to remain isolated from the emerging world 
trends and certainly wanted to move closer to the west to 
achieve future goals. The UN could use force in the recent 
Gulf War (1990-91) because none of the great powers 
(permanent members of the Security Council) used veto to 
block the UN proceedings. 
After the end of the Cold War, the collapse of 
bipolarity and growing ineffectiveness of the non-aligned 
movement and inability of the regional organisations to 
cope with the challenges of the realpolitik, the United 
Nations still appears to be the hope of mankind. It has 
been able to provide a relative peace and averting a war 
for more than five decades. But its role in peace making 
and peace keeping has been quite controversial. In 1990 
after the end of the Cold War, United States emerged as 
the unchallenged super power and its role proved that it 
became the World Super Cop. Because in the Gulf crisis of 
1991, the entire act was done by US in the name of UN. 
During the Gulf War the entire world was clamouring 
against the regretful role of the UN in the whole episode. 
It is deaf and dumb, limp and lifeless - a rubber stamp in 
the hands of the US and its war partners. 
It would, however, be wrong to say that the UN has 
not made any contributions. As a matter of fact, the 
United Nations, as pointed out earlier, has been 
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successful to prevent the escalation of armed conflicts. 
In several cases, definite and permanent settlements were 
reached. For example in 1946, the Soviet Union withdrew 
its troops from Iraq. The Indonesian crisis was ultimately 
resolved with the establishment of an independent state of 
Indonesia in 1950 and similarly the Namibian crisis was 
finally resolved by the establishment of an independent 
Namibian state in 1990. In 1956, British and French forces 
withdrew from Syria and Lebanon and the Suez crisis 
largely du# to UN intervention. Recently 
Bosnia-Harzegovina, and Serbia crisis was resolved by UN. 
Besides this, it has done commendable work in ending 
coloialism, in the development of human rights and 
fundamental freedoms and economic and social fields. There 
is hardly any sphere or corner of the world which has not 
experienced the influence of either the influence of 
United Nations itself or of its specialized agencies. 
Moreover as pointed out by Prof. L.M. Goodrich, "The 
United Nations has shown a remarkable capacity for 
development within the limits of the existing charter. 
There is no reason to believe that the possibilities of 
future develojanent have been exhausted." 
Even if we concede that the UN has failed to 
perform its primary responsibility of maintaining 
international peace and security, it cannot but be 
accepted that the United Nations has became indispensable 
194 
because of multifarious functions that it has performed in 
the social, economic and humanitarian fields. According to 
Finkestein, "The United Nations demonstrated its 
usefulness to a point where it would be difficult to see a 
world which did not have a United Nations." Thus "The 
United Nations continues to justify its existence in many 
fields of activity for the promotion of human welfare and 
of a spirit of community/ however, in short, it has come 
of the role once envisaged for it a legal authority 
7 
sufficiently adequate of keeping the peace. 
Fabonrable Sings for Peace 
Whether peace is to be reached only after 
unimaginable horrors precipitated by humanity's stubborn 
clinging to old patterns of behaviour, or is to be 
embraced now by an act of consultative will, is the 
choice before all who inhabit the earth. At this critical 
juncture when the intractable problems confronting nations 
have been fused into one common concern for the whole 
world, failure to stem the tide of conflict and disorder 
would be unconcsiounably irresponsible. 
Among the favourable signs are: (i) the steadily 
growing strength of the steps towards world order taken 
initially near the beginning of this century in the 
creation of the league of Nations, succeeded by the more 
broadly based UN; iXi) the achievement since the second 
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world of independence by the majority of all the nations 
on earth, indicating the completion of the process of 
nation building, and the involvement of these fledgling 
nations with older ones in matters of mutual concern; (iii) 
the consequent vast increase in cooperation among hitherto 
isolated and antagonistic peoples and groups in 
international undertakings in the scientific, educational, 
legal, economic and cultural fields; (iv) the rise in 
recent decades of an unprecedented number of international 
humanitarian organizations; (v ) the spread of women's and 
youth movements calling for an end to war; and (vi) the 
spontaneous spawning of widening networks of ordinary 
people seeking understanding through personal 
communication. 
The scientific and technological advances occuring 
in this unusually blessed century portend a great surge 
forward in the social evolution of the planet, and 
indicate the means by which the practical problems of 
humanity may be solved. They provide, indeed, the very 
means for the administration of the complex life of a 
united world. Yet barriers persist. Doubts, 
misconceptions, prejudices, suspicions and narrow 
self-interest beset nations and peoples in their relations 
with each other. 
Flaws in the prevailing order are conspicuous in 
the inability of sovereign states organised as United 
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Nations to exorcise the spectre of war, the threatened 
collapse of the international economic order, the spread 
of anarchy and terrorism and the intense suffering which 
these and other afflictions are causing to increasing 
milllions. Indeed, so much have aggression and conflict 
come to characterize our social, economic and religious 
systems, that many have succumbed to the view that such 
behaviour is intrinsic to human nature and therefore 
ineradicable. 
The Issues of World Peace 
Banning nuclear weapons, prohibiting the use of 
poison gases, or outlawing germ warfare will not remove 
the root causes of war. However important such practical 
measures obviously are as lements of the peace process, 
they are in themselves too superficial to exert enduring 
influence. People are ingenious enough to invent yet other 
forms of warfare, and to use food, raw materials, finance, 
industrial power, ideology, and terrorism to subvert one 
another in an endless quest for supremacy. Nor can the 
present massive dislocation in the affairs of humanity be 
resolved through the settlement of specific conflicts or 
disagreements among nations. A genuine universal 
framework must be adopted. 
Certainly, there is no lack of recognition by 
national leaders of the world-wide character of the 
problem, which is self-evident in the mounting issues that 
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confront them daily. There is, however a paralysis of 
will; and it is this that must be carefully examined and 
resolutely dealt with. This paralysis is rooted, as stated 
above, in a deep seated conviction of the inevitable 
quarrelsomeness of mankind, which has led to the 
reluctance to entertain the possibility of subordinating 
national self-interest to the requirements of world order, 
and in an unwillingness to face courageously the 
far-reaching implications of establishing a united world 
authority. 
Steps Towards Peace and World Order 
The tenative steps towards world order, especially 
since World War II, give hopeful signs. The increasing 
tendency of groups of nations to formalize relationships 
which enable them to cooperate in matters of mutual 
interest suggests that eventually all nations could 
overcame this paralysis. The ASEAN, the Caribbean 
Canmunity, the European Community, the Council for Mutual 
Economic Assistance, the League of Arab States, the OAU, 
the OAS, the South Pacific Forum-all the joint endeavours 
represented by such organizations prepare the path to world 
order. 
The increasing attention being focused on some of 
the most deep-rooted problems of the planet is yet another 
hopeful sign. Despite the obvious shortcomings of the UN, 
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the more than two score declarations and conventions 
adopted by that organization, even where governments have 
not been enthusiastic in their ccanraitment, have given 
ordinary people a sense of a new lease on life. The 
Universal Declaration of Human Rights, the Convention on 
the Prevention and Punishment of the Crime of Genocide, 
and the similar measures concerned with eliminating all 
forms of discrimination based on race, sex or religious 
belief; upholding the rights of the child; protecting all 
persons against being subjected to torture; eradicating 
hunger and malnutrition; using , ;scientific and 
technological progress in the interest of peace and the 
benefit of mankind - all such measures, if courageously 
enforced and expanded, will advance the day when the 
spectre of war will have lost its power to dominate 
International relations. 
Racism : Racism, one of the most baneful and persistent 
evils is a major barrier to peace. Its practice 
perpetrates too outrageous a violation of the dignity of 
human beings to be countenanced under any pretext. 
The Extremes of Poverty and Wealth : The inordinate 
disparity between rich and poor, a source of acute 
suffering, keeps the world in a state of instability, 
virtually on the brink of war. A fresh look at the 
problem is required, entailing consultation with experts 
from a wide spectrum of disciplines, devoid of economic 
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and ideological polemics, and involving the people 
directly affected in the decisions that must urgently be 
made. 
Unbridled Nationalism : Unbridled nationalism, as 
distinguished froir a sane legitimate patriotism, must give 
way to a wider loyalty, to the love of humanity as a 
whole. The concept of world citizenship is a direct result 
of the contraction of the world into a single 
neighbourhood through scientific advances and of the 
indisputable interdependence of nations. 
Religious Strife : Religious strife, throujhOut' history, 
has been the cause of innumerable wars and conflicts, a 
major blight to progress, and is increasingly abhorrent to 
the people of all faiths and no faith. Followers of all 
religions must be willing to face the basic questions 
which this strife raises, and to arrive at clear answers. 
The Role of Women : The emancipation of women, the 
achievement of full equalaity between the sexes, is one of 
the most important, though less acknowlege prerequisites 
of peace. The denial of such equality perpetrates an 
injustice against one half of the world's population and 
promotes in men harmful attitudes and habits that are 
carried from the family to the workplace, to political 
life, and ultimately to international relations. There are 
no grounds, moral, practical, or biological, upon which 
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such denial can be justified. Only as women are welcomed 
into full partnership in all fields of human endeavour 
with the moral and psychological climate be created in 
which international peace can emerge. 
Universal Education : The cause of universal education, 
which has already enlisted in its service an army of 
dedicated people from every faith and nation, deserves the 
utmost support that the governments of the world can lend 
it. In keeping with the requirements of world peace, 
consideration should be given to teaching the concept of 
world citizenship as part of the standard education of 
every child. 
An Interntional Auxiliary Language : A fundamental lack 
of communication between peoples seriously undermines 
efforts towards world peace. Adopting an international 
auxiliary language would go far to resolving this problem 
and necessitates the most urgent attention. 
Two points bear emphasizing in all the above 
issues. One is that the abolition of war is not simply a 
matter of signing treaties and protocols; it is a complex 
task requiring a new level of commitment to resolving 
issues not customarily associated with the pursuit of 
peace. Based on political agreement alone, the idea of 
collective security is a chimera. 
The other point is that the primary challenge in 
dealing with issues of peace is to raise the context to 
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the level of principle, as distinct from pure pragmtism. 
For, in essence, peace stems from an inner state supported 
by a spiritual or moral attitude, and it is chiefly in 
evoking this attitude that the possibility of enduring 
solutions can be found. 
As the tile of this thesis suggests, it is 
imperative that the present world, with its entrenched 
pattern of conflict, should change to a world in which 
harmony, peace and cooperation will prevail. 
********* 
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